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Str Atsert Rout, M.P., has been nominated to succeed the 
Right Hon. Sir Hznry Fowzzr, G.O.8.1., M.P., as president 
of the Incorporated Law Society for the year commencing in 
July, and Mr. Gray Hutt, of Liverpool, as vice-president, in 
succession to Sir ArserT Rott. The annual general meeting 
will be held on the 18th of July, for the election of the presi- 
dent, vice-president, and Council, and for general purposes. 





Tux Covnctt of the Incorporated Law Society, at its meeting 
on Friday in last week, considered the question of a meeting 
being held in London in Ooronation year, as was the case in 
1887, on the occasion of the Jubilee of Queen Victoria. But 
this is found to be quite impracticable owing to the rebuilding 
operations proceeding at the cmap: ty hall in -lane, 
which cannot be completed before the spring of next year. It 
has, therefore, been determined that the president and Oouncil 
will entertain at dinner in the autumn the presidents of the 
provincial law societies and other legal guests, for which 
purpose it will be possible to find room in the existing buildi 
even in its present condition; and that any more gene 
gathering of the members of the society shall be postponed 
until the completion of the new buildings, which will, of course, 
be appropriately celebrated. 





Ir writ be seen from the report of the meeting of the Court 
of Common Council of the City of London which we print else- 
where, that the corporation, acting on the petition of a large 
number of owners of land in the City, have resolved to continue 
a strenuous resistance to the extension of compulsory registration 
of title to such land. A petition is to be presented by the 
corporation to the King in Council praying that an order may 
be made excluding the Oity from the operation of the Land 
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Transfer Act, 1897. It has been repeatedly stated, and was re- 
stated in the petition presented to the Court of Common Oouncil, 
that on the passing of that Act an assurance was given that it 
would not be applied to the City against the wishes of the 
landowners, and it is difficult to see how their wish that 
the Act should not be applied could be more clearly 
manifested than by the recent proceedings. As we have 
previously remarked, there is a disposition on the part of the 
authorities to play fast and loose with the pledges on the 
strength of which the Bill was passed into law. It remains to 
be seen whether the undertaking given to the City will be 
deliberately disregarded. 





We print elsewhere a set of draft Rules of the Supreme 
Court, which are intended to remove various inconveniences 
which have been discovered in the working of the existing 
rules, especially in view of the overriding provisions of order 30. 
The first draft rule proposes an emendation of ord. 13, r. 5, 
the necessity for which was shewn last year by the case of 
Eyre v. Fyre (45 Soxscrrors’ Journat, 653). The rule 
regulates the procedure upon default of appearance in cases 
where “ the writ is indorsed with a claim for detention of goods 
and pecuniary damages, or either of them,” and allows the 
plaintiff to have interlocutory judgment with a writ of inquiry 
to assess “‘the value of the goods and the damages, or the 
Somsegee only, as the case may be.” It is possible to contend 
that the rule is confined to actions of detinue, and in the above 
case Buckyitt, J., seems to have been of this opinion, though 
he declined to interfere with the established practice, which 
treats the rule as applying to any claim for pecuniary damages, 
and dealt with the case on another ground. Another doubt 
raised by that case was whether it was possible for 
the defendant to obtain delivery of a statement of claim 
after judgment and before the assessment of damages. Both 
these points are dealt with by the draft rule, and rule 5 as 
altered will apply to cases where the writ is indorsed with a claim 
for “ pecuniary damages only, or for detention of goods with or 
without a claim for pecuniary damages,” and power is expressly 
conferred on the court or a judge to “ order a statement of claim 
or particulars to be filed before any assessment of damages.”’ 
But an error in the drafting, which is obvious on comparing the 
existing rule with the amendment, shews that it will be safer to 
redraft the rule and then enact it afresh in its altered form. 
We may add that the drafting of the rules in other places also 
requires revision. 





Tux Ture of the draft rules amends ord. 20, r. 1, in a manner 
which has been rendered nece by various changes in 
procedure since the rule was introduced. The rule regulates 
the delivery of statements of claim, but much of it has been 
rendered obsolete by the ure under order 30. Of the 
five sub-sections, only the first, which prohibits the delivery of 
statements of claim where the writ is specially iadorsed, is to 
remain, and the remainder are replaced by the single provision 
that, subject to ord. 13, r. 12—apparently ord. 13, r. 5, as 
amended should also be mentioned—as to filing a statement of 
claim where there is no appearance, no statement of claim shall 
be delivered save where it is ordered under order 30 on the 
summons for directions or under ord. 18a, r. 3, where the 
plaintiff has in the writ given notice of trial without 
seman A new sub-section specifies twenty-one days 

date of the order as the time for deliver- 
ing a statement of claim unless a time is specified in 
the order. A series of alterations are proposed also in 
order 21 with reference to the delivery of defence with 
a view to harmonizing the procedure, and order 23 is re- 
80 as, except in Admiralty actions, to exclude delivery 
of a reply unless it is ordered, and to make the necessary alter- 
ations consequent — this change. Ord, 30, r. 1, which 
requires the plaintiff in general to take out a summons for 
directions, bas been redrafted, chiefly, it would seem, with a 
view to simplifying the procedure in regard to applications 
for judgment under order 14. On applications for judg- 
ment under order 14, just as now on applications by 


defendant for a statement of claim under order 18, the judge 
will be empowered to deal with the application as if the 
plaintiff had been entitled to take out, ani had taken out, a 
summons for directions. The summons is also made more 
effectual by an alteration of rule 2 which extends its scope 
beyond interlocutory proceedings io the action to the whole 


course of the action, both before and after trial. An alteration 
in ord. 36, r. 1, deprives the F sap of the power of naming 
the place of trial and leaves this to be fixed “in every action 
in every division” by the court ora judge. And changes are 
made in order 45 so as to facilitate the recovery of the costs of 
garnishee proceedings. 





Sranps and erections for the purpose of viewing the pro. 
cessions on the occasion of the Coronation may now be seen 
in great numbers in London, and large sums are asked for and 

aid as the price of seats upon these stands. Few persons 
eatbtr a thought upon the risk of an accident owing to the fall 
of a stand, or what would be the remedy of any person injured 
by such an accident. The case of Francis v. Cockrell (L. R. 5 
Q. B. 184, 501) has, of course, decided that an action may be 
maintained against anyone who causes a building to be erected 
for viewing a public exhibition and admits persons on payment 
of money to a seat in the building, where the building is negli- 
gently and improperly constructed, and one of the seatholders is 
injured in consequence. But how is the seatholder to ascartain 
who are the persons who have caused the stand to be erected? 
It may be that the seats are offered to the public by a person or 
persons described as ‘‘ The Regal and Constitutional Associa- 
tion” or “ The Trafalgar-square and Straud Syndicate.” The 
seatholder pays his money as soon as he has satisfied himself 
that the seat is a suitable one, and makes no inquiries as to the 
names of the persons from whom he has hired the seat. If 
it becomes necessary for him to take legal proceedings, how is 
he to obtain a disclosure of the names and addresses of the 
persons who caused the stand to be erected, or on whose 
account the money which he paid was received. We are afraid 
that we cannot afford him much assistance, and can only 
suggest that, before paying his money, he should obtain a 
sufficient description of the person bound to perform the con- 
tract made with him and not leave it to be ascertained by 
inquiry afterwards. 





A cas of rather an unusual character came before the police 
magistrate at Stratford a few days ago. The defendant was 
charged with stealing horsehair, and the evidence shewed that 
the hair was cut from the tails of a number of horses while they 
were grazing upon a rifle range at Ilford. Some doubt seems 
to have arisen as to whether the case was one of larceny, for the 
charge was altered to one of malicious injury, under which the 
defendant was duly convicted. There seems, however, to be 
authority for treating the case as one of larceny. In fez v. 
Martin (1 Leach 191) the prisoner was indicted for feloniously 
stealing — pounds weight of wool, and it appeared by the 
evidence that he had pulled the wool from the bodies of sixteen 
lambs whilst they were living. The property being taken from 
the bodies of living animals, a doubt arose whether it was the 
subject of larceny. The judges were of opinion that the offence 
was proved, the principle they went upon being that when 
larceny may be committed of the thing itself it may also be com- 
mitted of the produce of that thing, therefore it is no larceny at 
common law to gather and carry away the fruit from atree which is 
growing, because from its adherence to the soil it is not larceny 
to steal the tree itself. Reference may also be made to the case 
of stealing milk from a cow. We cannot remember any case 
where anyone was charged in a criminal court with wrongfully 
cutting off the hair of a human being with the object of selling 
it as an article of value, But according to the reasoning ia 
Rex vy. Martin the offence would not amount to larceny. The 
offender, however, need not go unpunished, for it has been held 
to be an actionable wrong to cut off the hair of the plaintiff 
against his will, inasmuch as it constitutes an assault, and such 
an assault could no doubt be the subject of criminal pro- 





ceedings. When the property taken is of trifling value, much _ 
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must depend upon the special circumstances, and in a criminal 
court there must be clear and satisfactory evidence of the evil 
disposition of the defendant. This observation, however, 


applies to all cases of larceny. 





We print elsewhere a letter from a correspondent which 
raises & question as to the distribution of the estate of an 
intestate who has left a widow, but no next-of-kin. Under 
such circumstances one-half of the estate to the widow, 
and it has been held that she is not entitled to the whole on 
the ground that the statutory gift of the other half to the next- 
of-kin cannot take effect. The other half goes to the Crown as 
bona vacantia: Cave v. Roberts (8 Sim. 214). The question remains 
as to the date at which the Crown can safely deal with that half 
on the footing that there are no next-of-kin. Assuming that 
administration was. granted to the Orown’s nominee, then the 
provision of section 13 of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38 would apply, and 
no action could be brought on the part of the next-of-kin save 
within twenty years of the time when a present right to receive 
the share of the estate accrued to some person capable of giving 
a discharge for or release of the same. It was suggested in 
Reed v. Fenn (14 W. R. 704) that this limitation did not apply 
in respect of assets retained by an administrator in his own 
hands, but this is erroneous. The administrator is not a 
trustee for the next-of-kin so as to exclude the operation of the 
statute (seo per Ourrty, J., in Re Johnson, 29 Ch. D., p. 973) ; 
and assuming the next-of-kin to have been of full age at the 
death of the intestate they would be barred in twenty years. 
It is singular that this limitation has never been reduced to 
twelve years in accordance with the change made by section 8 
of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, with respect to 
legacies. But itis to be noticed that time only runs so soon as 
a present right to receive accrues to a n capable of giving 
a discharge, and hence a further period has to be allowed for 
the possibility of the next-of-kia or some one of them being 
under age: Piggott v. Jefferson (12 Sim. 26). So that in strict- 
ness the statute does not seem to be a theoretically safe bar 
to the claims of unknown next-of-kin till after some forty-one 
years, although doubtless the period of thirty-three years 


' referred to by our pesca epee might, in the absence of 


any special circumstances, be regarded as practically sufficient. 





Acoorpine To the decision of the Court of Appeal in Arnot 
v. United African Lands (Limited) (49 W. R. 822; 1901, 1 Ch. 
518), the provision of section 51 of the Companies Act, 1862, 
that, in the absence of a demand for a poll, a ‘declaration of 
the chairman that a resolution has been carried is to be “ con- 
clusive evidence” of the fact, is to be taken in its obvious 
meaning, and the court cannot go behind the resolution and 
receive evidence of what actually took place at the meeting. 
The decision approved that of Cozens-Harpy, J., in the 
previous year in Re Hadleigh Castle Gold Mines (1900, 2 Oh. 
419), where he pointed out that to allow evidence of the 
actual circumstances to outweigh the chairman’s declaration 
would be equivalent to substituting im section 51 the word 
“sufficient” for “conclusive.” But in the recent case of Re 
Caratel (New) Mines (Limited) (Times, 4th inst.) Buoxrxy, J., 
has made an exception where the chairman’s declaration is 
founded upon an erroneous inference from figures which he 
himself announces, According to the report, the chairman, after 
utting a resolution for voluntary winding up, said: ‘Those in 

vour, 6; those against, 23 ; but there are 200 voting by proxy, 
and I declare the resolution carried as required by Act of Parlia- 
ment.” Now this, of course, was on the face of it bad, for ies 
are not entitled to be counted on ashow of hands, and no demand 
was made for a poll. Hence Buoxugy, J., held that as the 
chairman had himself given numbers which shewed his declara- 
tion to be wrong, the declaration could not be treated as con- 
clusive for the purpose of the section. This is common sense, 
but whether it is in accordance with the words of section 51 is 
not so clear. The real question seems to be, What was the 
chairman’s declaration? If it was simply the final words of 


what he then these were conclusive, and no evidence of | 1). jp. 
how he arrived at the result was admissible. Evidence of what | preside. 





the chairman said seems to be as little admissible as evidence of 
anything-else that occurred at the meeting. Possibly, however, 
as the chairman announced the , the whole of what he 
said—the announcement of the figures and the inference from 
them—is to be treated as the declaration, and then the real 
declaration is to be taken from the figures. This is to strain 
the meaning of “declaration,” but it seems to give the most 


satisfactory explanation of the matter. 





Can 4 prosecutor appeal against the acquittal of the defendant 
by a court of jurisdiction ? "That is a question which 
has been asked more than once, and about which there has been 
some doubt and confusion, but the answer to which is made 
fairly clear by the decision of a Divisional Court in the recent 
case of Stokes v. Mitcheson (1902, 1 K. B. 857). Now there are 
many ways in which the decision of a court of summary juris- 
diction may be appealed against. By an ap to quarter 
sessions the whole matter may be re-opened, and the findings of 
the lower court, either of fact or of law, may be reviewed and 
overruled. An appeal to quarter sessions, however, only lies 
where the right of appeal is expressly given by statute, and a very 
large number of statutes give this right. As a rule, however, 
the right of appeal is given against a conviction alone, and not 


against an acquittal. Reg. v. The Justices of the County of 
London (39 W. R. 11, 25 Q. B. D. 357) aap np were 
taken under the Highway Act, 1835, for the alleged obstruction 


of a highway. The summons was dismissed, and the informant 
appealed to quarter sessions, which decided that it had no 
jurisdiction to hear an appeal against an acquittal. The 
question was, therefore, brought before the High Court by 
an application for a mandamus to the quarter sessions to 
hear the appeal, but the application was refused. Lord 
Corzrincz, O.J., expressed a strong opinion that, the pro- 
ceedings being in their nature criminal, the general principle of 
law applied that a person who has been once acquitted shall not 
be vexed a second time, unless the Legislature has clearly made 
an exception to the rule in any particular case. He did not 
think that the section of the Highway Act which gives a right 
of appeal contained any such exception. There are, however, 
avery few Acts which do establish exceptions. For example, 
the Diseases of Animals Act, 1894, gives a right of appeal to 
quarter sessions to any person who “ thinks himself ieved 
by the dismissal of a complaint.” But apart from the 
appeal to quarter sessions, there is the appeal from a 
court of summary jurisdiction to the High Court by a case 
stated, and here the matter stands on quite another footing. 
Here the appeal is on a point of law only, and the findings of 
fact by the justices cannot be questioned. This right of appeal 
depends mainly on section 2 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 
1857, and on section 33 of the § Jurisdiction Act, 1879. 
The former section provides that after the determination of any 
complaint or information by justices ‘‘either party to the pro- 
ceeding” may apply to the justices to state a case, if dissatisfied 
with the determination as erroneous in point of law. The latter 
section gives ‘‘any person aggrieved ” the right to apply for a 
case to be stated on the ground that the determination of the 
justices is erroneous in point of law ; and provides, further, that 
the provisions of the Act of 1857 shall apply to a case stated 
under this section. In Stokes v. Mitcheson, which was an appeal 
by case stated against an acquittal, it was argued for the 
defendant that the later Act modifies the a Speen 
to appeal, as “ person aggrieved” does not n ily include 
an a — = — eee ieee to 
accept the argument, holding that the right of a given to 
“ either ” by the older Act has not been rs any way cut 
down by the Act. It is difficult to dispute the correctness 
of this decision, and the question as to the right of appeal 
against an acquittal seems to be now clearly settled. 








A mee of the Society of Comparative Legislation will be held at the 
Royal Col Inetitute, Northumberland-avenue, on Friday, the 13th of 
June, 1902, at 4.30 p.m., at which an address 


will be delivered by 
RB. B. Haldane, K.C., M.P., on “The Constitution of the 
velopment of its Councils.” The Right Hon. Lord Davey 
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RELEASES AND WITHDRAWALS AS PART OF A 
SCHEME OF ARRANGEMENT WITH CREDITORS. 


i, 


Tux limits and conditions under which debts may be released 
and proofs withdrawn by creditors so as to enable a debtor, 
who has had a receiving order made against him, to submit a 
scheme of arrangements of his affairs in satisfaction of his debts 
to his creditors, which shall at the same time be acceptable to 
them, and also gain the sanction of the court, are but little 
understood, and it cannot be said that the two most recent 
decisions on the subject, Re L. A. B. (50 W. R. 229) and Re 
Baines, have put the matter on an entirely clear or satisfactory 
basis, either from the point of view of creditors or of public 

licy. In fact, the decision in Re L. A. B. on one point may 
a0 to most mischievous results, which the court saw and en- 
deavoured to avoid by express words in Re Baines. 

In considering this question, the purpose for which releases 
of debts and withdrawals of proofs by creditors are given 
must be borne in mind. The Bankruptcy Act, 1890, s. 3, 
which now governs the practice in schemes of arrangement 
by debtors after receiving order, provides, in effect, by sub- 
section 9, that the court shall refuse to approve the proposal 
for a scheme in all cases in which, if it were an applica- 
tion for a discharge, the court would be obliged to refuse, 
suspend, or attach conditions to the discharge, unless the 
scheme provides reasonable security for payment of not less 
than 7s. 6d. in the pound on all the unsecured debts provable 
against the debtor's estate. The practice of the bankruptcy 
court, since this enactment was passed, in dealing with schemes 
submitted for its sanction, has not been uniform, It is often an 
essential factor in any scheme where 7s. 6d. in the pound has to 
be found that family or friendly creditors should agree to with- 
draw their proofs and release their debts in order that the 
scheme may shew on the face of it 7s. 6d. in the pound payable 
to all the debtor’s creditors whose debts have been proved, 
including disputed proofs, unless some steps have previously 
been taken by the debtor to get rid of disputed proofs. 
In considering whether the scheme provides reasonable 
security for 7s. 6d. in the pound upon the unsecured 
“‘provable debts,” some registrars have sanctioned schemes 
which have only provided for 7s. 6d. in the pound on 
all debts actually provable at the time when the scheme 
came up for approval by the court, and have excluded, 
in making the necessary calculation, the proofs of those creditors 
who, previous to that date, have withdrawn their proofs and 
released their debts, subject only to being satisfied that the 
withdrawal and release are absolute and unconditional, and has 
not been obtained by any secret arrangement made with or 
undue advantage given to the withdrawing creditor by the 
debtor, directly or indirectly. This has been the predominating 
rule of practice, but some registrars have considered that, having 
regard to the words of the Act, ‘‘unsecured debts provable against 
the debtor’s estate,” the court had no discretion to sanction schemes 
of which such withdrawals formed part, because provable debts 
meant “debts provable at the date of the receiving order,” and 
subsequent withdrawals or releases could not affect the question. 

is question of withdrawals has come from time to time 
before the Court of Appeal in an indirect way, and the tendency 
has been rather to hold that such withdrawals could not be used 


in order to enable the debtor to fulfil the requirement of the | 8! 


section for the provision of reasonable security for 7s. 6d. in the 
on all unsecured debts. In Re Burr (9 Morrell 133) 
RY, L.J., without deciding the point, expressed great doubt 
upon it. On the the other hand, in Re Thurlow (43 W. R. 403), 
an instance of a scheme in which such withdrawals formed a 
prominent feature, no exception was taken to them and the case 
was decided on another point. Moreover, it is significant that | 
in the analogous cases of discharge, in which the court is bound | 
to refuse or suspend the discharge in cases in which the assets are 
not of a value equal to ten shillings in the pound on the amount 
of the samen liabilities, the practice has been, in estimating 
whether the assets are of such value, to exclude all withdrawals 
of proofs and released debts: Re Utley (17 T. L. R. 349), | 
It was in this state of the practice that Re FL. A. B. (supra) 
came before the Court of Appeal. In that case certain creditors 


had withdrawn their proofs and absolutely released their claims, 
and the schedule provided the necessary security for 7s. 6d. in 
the pound on the amount of the unsecured liabilities excluding 
those claims. The registrar sanctioned the scheme, and there- 
upon a creditor appealed, on the ground that the scheme 
did not provide the necessary security on all the provable 
debts, and also on the ground that the withdrawals were 
not absolute and unconditional, but obtained by inducements 
held out to the withdrawing creditors by which they would obtain 
more than the 7s. 6d. provided by the scheme. The court con- 
sidered the whole question of withdrawals. ‘‘ Debts provable” 
it held meant provable when the scheme came up for approval 
by the court, because a debt which had been absolutely released 
could in no sense be considered an existing debt for any pur- 
pose; and upon the main question of the propriety of such 
withdrawals for the express purpose of enabling the debtor to 
find sufficient security to provide 7s. 6d. in the pound, the court 
seems to have entertained no doubt. It also dealt with the 
principle upon which inducements may be offered to withdraw- 
ing creditors. One of the grounds on which the scheme was 
attacked was that the withdrawals had been induced by anarrange- 
ment by which payment to the withdrawing creditors was secured 
by a declaration of trust by the debtor’s brother, under which 
they probably would get something more than the 7s. 6d. payable 
under the composition scheme. It appeared that this arrange- 
ment was one entirely between the debtor’s brother and the with- 
drawing creditors, and that the debtor himself was no party to it 
and had no knowledge of it. It is difficult to see how withdrawals 
in such circumstances can be said to infringe the main priuciple of 
all schemes of this kind that the creditors must all be put on an 
equal footing. There seems to be no reason whatever, if with- 
drawals are allowable at all, why a third party, a friend or relative 
of the debtor, should not induce withdrawals by paying certain 
creditors in full even, if he pleases, sca rhe only that the 
money really comes out of his own pocket and not indirectly out of 
the debtor’s, and provided also that the fact of such an arrange- 
ment is not kept secret, because the creditors who have to 
decide whether or not they shall accept the scheme are entitled 
to have the fullest disclosure of every material fact relating to 
the debtor’s affairs. Vavanan Wituiams, L.J., went so far as 
to say that the debtor ought not to know or bea party to such an 
arrangement. But it is difficult to see why, so long as the 
fullest disclosure is made to the other creditors, the debtor 
should not arrange such withdrawals himself. There may be 
special circumstances which may make the rest of the creditors 
willing that the withdrawing creditors should get more than 
they. Just as under a deed of arrangement with creditors 
outside the Act, it is very usual to insert a clause giving power 
to the trustee to settle with dissentiont creditors by payment 
in full or at a higher rate, and all creditors who assent to 
the deed are bound by such clause, and also a clause 
avoiding the release if the debtor make any secret arrange- 
ment with any creditor. The principle in both cases is the 
same. All creditors must come in on an equal footing, but 
it is perfectly open to the creditors actually taking the benefit 
of the scheme to sauction the preferential treatment of other 
creditors. As Vavenan Witttams, L.J., very pertiuently 
remarked, in the course of the argument in Re Z. A. B., the 
question whether or no the scheme should be accepted is 
primarily for the creditors. The court merely requires before 
iving its sanction to be satisfied that the statutory require- 
ments have been satisfied, and that the scheme is not objection- 
able on grounds of public policy. It will not, however, blindly 
sanction the scheme merely because the creditors are in favour 
of it and the official receiver reports in its favowr. Still less is 
it conclusive that the schemes provide the necessary security for 
7s. 6d.inthe pound. That fact merely fulfils a condition precedent 
to the court’s being able to entertain the scheme at all: 2 
Burr (supra). 
(Zo be continued.) 











The list of selected candidates for the town clerkship of the borough of 
Leicester, the commencing salary of which is £1,000 a year, has been, says 
the Daily Mail, reduced to three—viz., Mr. Hampton ba nall, town clerk 
of Rotherham; Mr. Hiley, deputy town clerk of Stalaghen ; and Mr. 
Jarratt, town clerk of Southport. 
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SOME COUNTY COURT STATISTICS. 


continued ularity of the county courts of England and 
Wales is fully venfied by the figures contained in the Return 
of Civil Judicial Statistics, 1900, compiled by Master Joun 
Macponett, O.B., and recently presented to both Houses of 
Parliament. From this instructive document, which the 
exigencies of space preclude our doing full justice to, it 
appears that there are at present 54 county court circuits, 
comprising 543 places where courts are regularly held, and 
that the grand total of populations of all the circuits is no 
less than twenty-nine millions. To four of these circuits 
—namely, Nos. 6, 14, 21, and 43, which comprise Birmingham, 
Leeds, Liverpool, and part of Middlesex—two judges each 
are assigned, while none of the remaining circuits possess 
more than one judge. As some indication of the industry 
exhibited in the county courts, it may be mentioned that their 
sittings, for the year 1900, reached a total of 9,997, of which 
only 594 were before deputy judges. Most of the cases disposed 
of were tried without a jury, while no less than 366,706 were 
determined before registrars, who, it will be remembered, 
ess under the County Courts Act, 1886, jurisdiction to 
Rivnten, by leave of the judge, undefended cases, and also, 
where the parties consent, disputed claims not exceeding £2 
(sections 90 and 92). ‘ F 
As regards the volume of business transacted in the county 
courts, during the year in question, the number of plaints 
issued amounted to 1,180,908, while, of other proceedings, 
there were more than 16,000. These figures shew a consider- 
able increase over those comprised by the year 1899, with which 
they favourably compare in nearly all respects. On the other 
hand, it is to be noticed that the equity business of the county 
courts, without exhibiting any serious diminution, certainly does 
not indicate that rapid development which characterizes other 
branches of county court jurisdiction. These, it need hardly be 
stated, have multiplied considerably since the year 1846, when 
the present county courts were established, and now comprise 
both exclusive and concurrent jurisdiction under various special 
statutes too numerous and likewise unnecessary to mention. 
It is, however, evident that, notwithstanding the increase of 
responsible work thus imposed by the Legislature upon the 


. eounty courts, their efficiency as courts for the recovery of small 


debts has in no way been impaired, since, of the total number of 
plaints actually issued in the year 1900, the immense propor- 
tion were for amounts not exceeding £20. . 

Of the number of judgment debtors committed in that year 
for non-payment of the sums awarded against them in the 
county courts, 7,899 were, it appears, imprisoned, while over 
176,000 warrants of commitment were made, and only 129,082 
were actually issued. These statistics demonstrate pretty 
clearly that, while the jurisdiction conferred upon the county 
courts by the Debtors Act, 1869, is by no means lapsing into 
desuetude, it is tenderly though firmly exercised in all cases, 
in the interest.both of debtors and creditors. — 

Turning finally to the derivative juriediction of the county 
courts, we notice that no less than 1,658 actions, representing 
claims to the amount of nearly £80,000, were remitted to the 
county courts from the High Court; while, on the other hand, 
it may be of interest in this connection to state that only 
eleven actions appear to have been removed in the year under 
consideration from those courts to the High Court. 








The annual dinner of the Hardwicke Society will be held at Hotel Cecil, 
on Tuesday, the 8th of July next, at 7 for 7.30 p.m., to meet the 
Representatives of the Colonies at the Coronation, the majority of whom 
have already accepted the invitation of the society to be its guests upon 
this occasion. Amongst those who have already intimated their intention 
to be present are: The Lord Ohancellor of Ireland, Viscount 
Knutsford, the Earl of Desart, the Earl of Hardwicke, Lord Macnaghten, 
Lord Davey, Lord Justice Mathew, Lord Justice Cozens- » Mr. 
Justice Wills, Mr. Justice Lawrance, Mr. Justice Barnes, Mr. Justice 
Kennedy, Mr. Justice Byrne, Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Buckley, 
Mr. Justice Jelf, Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady, the Common Serjeant, the 
Attorney-General for Ireland, the Vice-Chancellors of the Universities 
of Oxford and Cambridge, and tke Treasurer of Gray’s-inn. Tickets 
can be obtained of the president, 2, New-square coln’s-inn ; the 
moe guesttent, 8, New-square, Lincoin’t-inn, or elther of the honorary 
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REVIEWS. 
OPEN SPACES. 


THE PRESERVATION OF OPEN SPACES, AND OF FOOTPATHS AND 
Orner Rients or Way. A Practical TREATISE ON THE LAW 
OF THE SuBJECT. By Sir RospertT Hunter, M.A., Solicitor to 
the Post Office. Szconp EpirTion, REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
Eyre & Spottiswoode. 

The importance to the public of preserving open spaces and rights 
of way may be said to be commensurate ‘with the difficulty with 
which public rights can be legally established. An instance may be 
taken from Sir Robert Hunter’s interesting chapter on village greens, 
A village green may be saved from the hand of the incloser provided 
the villagers can prove a local custom for them to use it for purposes 
of recreation. ‘So long ago as the time of Charles II., a custom 
‘that all the inhabitants of a vill, time out of memory, had used 
to dance on a certain close at all times of the year at their free will 
for their recreation,’ was held to be valid, the court sententiously 
observing that ‘it is necessary for inhabitants to have their 
recreations’” (p. 207, referring to Abbott v. Weekly, 1 Lev. 176). 
But should the evidence go to show that the general public have 
enjoyed the privilege equally with the villagers, then the custom is 


‘bad. To be valid it must be limited to the inhabitants of a particular 


district, In practice the restriction places a at difficulty in the 
way of resisting inclosure, and where feasible it is desirable, as Sir 
Robert Hunter points out, to endeavour to establi-h rights of common 
on the green and base the resistance on these. Much interesting 
matter will found also in the chapter on roadside waster. 
When these are at the side of main roads the county council 
have power to safeguard them under section 11 of the 
Local Government Act, 1888. In other cases this duty is imposed 
on district councils by section 26 of the Local Government Act, 1894. 
‘* It shall be the duty,” says the latter Act, ‘‘of every district council 
- «+ « to prevent any unlawful encroachment on any roadside 
waste within their district.” But it is apprehended that an 
enroachment is only unlawful when the public have a right of way 
over the waste, and this raises a question which is often one of great 
difficulty. The rule established by R. v. Wright (3 B. & Ad. 681) and 2. 
v. United Kingdom Electric T ph Co. (6 L. T. 378) seemed to be that 
where a metalled road was bordered by strips of grass land, the public 
highway extended right across from fence to fence, but since the 
recent cases of Neeld v. Hendon Urban District (81 L. T. 405), and 
Countess of Belmore v. Kent County Council (49 W. R. 459; 1901, 1 Ch, 
873) much doubt has been thrown on the universality of the rule, 
and it would seem that, except in very clear cases—where the fences 
run parallel to the road at a moderate distance, and the roadside 
strips are level—every case must stand on its own merits and be 
judged by such indications as there may be of dedication to the 
public. Sir Robert Hunter seeks to minimize the effect of this new 
departure, and the chapter is specially useful for the a number of 
cases discussed which are not in the reports ordinarily available 
The work is a very complete and practical treatise on the subjec. 
with which it deals. 





THE ELEMENTARY EDUCATION ACTS. 


THE ELEMENTARY Epvcation Acts, 1870 To 1901, wirn Iyrro- 
DUCTION AND NoTEs. By Sir HucuH Owen, G.C.B., Barrister-at- 
Law. NINETEENTH EpITIon. Knight & Co. 


This book has been a standard work for many years, and the 
nineteenth edition fully keeps up the high degree of excellence 
attained by its predecessors. The author’s long official experience 
enables him to deal with points of practical administration in a way 
which would be impossible to a mere lawyer, while his knowledge 
of the legal aspect of his subject and his lucidity of expression make 
his notes upon the statutes and decided cases all that the practi- 
tioner can desire. The pity of it is that some parts of the book are 
likely to become obsolete even sooner than is the case with most 
text-books. The Education Bill is in committee, and it might have 
been well to have deferred the issue of this edition until it has become 
law. We hope that there will bea supplement from the same pen 
dealing with the new measure. All existing Acts relating to the 
subject are set out and fully annotated, and the collection of regula- 
tions, codes, and orders will be very useful, The index is good, and 
the case law is brought thoroughly up-to-date. 





- 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 

The Sanitary ctor’s Guide. A Practical Treatise on the 
Public Health Act, 1875, and the Public Health Acts Amendment 
Act, 1890, so far as they Affect the Inspector of Nuisances. By 
Henry LxmMorn-Oannon, Surveyor, Certificated Inspector of 
Nuisances, P. 8. King & Son, 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I quite agree with all your correspondent, ‘‘ A Member of the 
Incorporated Law Society,’ says in your last issue. His suggestion 
as to a new charter, &c., are not new, and his views are shared by 
many members of the society. 

Letters to law papers, however, produce little. Itis united action 
that is necessary. The men who think alike should unite and make 
theie united influence felt. Unity in this regard would not mean 
severance from or disloyalty to the society. We never had a more 
influential president, and now is the moment to move in the end 
desired. It is quite time we ceased to ‘‘ rub through” in our hereditary 
les HARVEY CLIFTON. 

une 5. 





INTESTACY—LEAVING A WIDOW, AND NO KEXT-OF-KIN, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—In a case which has come before me an Irish gentleman died, 
intestate. in 1869, leaving a widow, but no children, or other (known) 
next-of-kin. His estate consisted of India Stock. The Crown, 
under such circumstances, took half of the estate—leaving the other 
half for the widow, for her share as of right. The widow’s represen- 
tatives are now praying the Crown for the release of the fund, in its 
hands, by way of “‘bounty.” The statute 22 & 23 Car. 2, ce. 10, 
enacted that the estate of an intestate who left a widow, but no 
children, should go, half to the widow and half to the next-of-kin ; 
but did not provide for cases where there were no next-of-kin, Tnen 
the cases of Cave v. Roberts (8 Sim. 214, 6 L. J. N.8 Ch. 4), Kane 
v. Reynolds (4 De G. M. & G. 571, by Lord Cranworth), Attorney- 
General v. Kohler (9 H. L. C. 654), decided that, if a bastard, or an 
other person, having no kindred, die, intestate, without wife or child, 
his effects belong to the Crown as ultimus heres, and not im a 
fiduciary character, but beneficially, But does the same rule apply 
in this case, where there was a wife? Again, in this case, where 
nearly thirty-three years have elapsed since the death, does the 
Crown hold this fund upon an ‘‘express” trust, or only upon an 
‘implied ” trust ? If upon the latter, and taking into account also 
section 13 of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, 
and the Treasury Solicitor Act, 1876, are not any next-of-kin of the 
deceased (if any should arise) now absolutely barred from any claim 
against the Crown in respect of such fund in their hands. Williams 
on Executora seems to lay it down that, if no next-of-kin put ina 
claim to such a forfeited fund, in the Crown’s hands, within twenty 
years, such fund then becomes the Crown's absolutely, to release at 
its discretion. 

I shall be glad to hear from any of your readers on these points, 
and also from anyone who has obtained a fund back from the Crown 
under similar circumstances. Sipngy NEwMan. 

9, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 


[See observations under “‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. 8.J.] 





LAND TRANSFER FEES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I do not know whether your readers generally are aware of the 
benefits conferred by rule 17, My own knowledge was acquired only 
recently, under the circumstances appearing in the enclosed corres- 
pondence, which I venture to send to you in the hope that it may be 
of interest ard benefit to at least some of your readers, 

My own transactiens with the department have been for the most 
part first registrations, but I shall certainly ascertain what instru- 
ments of transfer to which rule 17 applies have passed through my 
office, and spply for a return of the fees paid in excess. 

I imagine that those of your readers who may have paid excess 
fees in the same way will adopt a similar course. 


; ; ERNEST Brrp. 
128, Kensington High-street, London, W., June 3. 


The following is the correspondence referred to: 


128, Kensington High-street, W. 
C. F. Brickdal the Registrar, Land pain: ‘eiieee 
.F. ale, +» the Registrar, Lan i 

34, Picelblee ton: elds, W.O. . 

Dear Sir,—A clerk of mine was subjected, on the 13th inst , at your office 
to an experience which I would fain think must be exceptional. Before I 
communicate the facts to the public Press I shall be glad to know if you 
have any, and if so what, explanation, to give of the matter. 

The of my clerk’s visit at your office was to register the instru- 
ment of transfer dated the 9th May inst. of a freehold dwelling-house, 
nm and premises which were with a possessory title on the 
27th Fe , 1902, under Title No. 49723, the consideration money bein 
£1,377 108., fnll value. My clerk attended before one of your chiot 


















officials to register the transfer, and he, after looking through the certificats estin 
and transfer, asked my clerk what he made the fee to be? My clerk asked — by 
in reply would he kindly say what the amount was, and asked in cases 
him if it were at the rate of 6s. per cent. for the first £1,000 and 4s. per 


cent. afterwards. The gentleman in question referred to his book, and 


likely the 
oficial wi 


looking at my clerk, said, ‘‘£4 8s. What do you say to that?’’ My clerk makes an 
said: “‘ That seems about right.’”’ The gentleman then said: ‘‘ You agree will be se 
this amount then?’’ My clerk replied: ‘‘ Yes.’’ The gentleman there. have beer 
upon filled up this amount in the application form, and without asking Thanki 
my clerk’s consent and without in any way referring to it, added a note to faithfully 
the foot thereof to the effect that rule 17 did not apply in that case. M E. Bird 
clerk then took the document downstairs, stam the application form 
with £4 8s., and left the documents for registration. My clerk soon found 
out what was the effect of rule 17, for later in the day he attended at the 0.F.1 
office of the South London Division to effect a similar registration, 
It was pointed out to him there that under rule 17 it was a case of Dear | 
a quarter fee, the new tion taking plac> within two years crossed 1 
of the first one, on which the full fee on the value had been paid. My I note 
clerk thereupon returned to the first gentleman he had seen, and told him been to « 
what he had ascertained at the South London office. The gentleman ise 2 
intimated that he had thought it would be a case of a quarter fee, but that there ev’ 
my clerk should have made the claim at the time. On my clerk saying upon th 
that he thought the rule should have been mentioned to him, the gentleman It see: 
lied that it was not his business to do so. 
"Rv hen the rule was pointed out to my clerk, it turned out to be oa a 19 
separate slip of paper, evidently an addendum to the book, and I d> not rales 17 
find it in my own copy of your book, which is the 1899 edition. conveni 
Whether the information as to the fees is or is not to be found in any instrum 
published book or otherwise is altogether beside the question. When my 18, I su 
clerk applied to one of your officials for information, I respectfully submit be retu: 
that it was his duty to give a full and correct answer or none at all, and My o 
not to have (as he apparently did) deliberately set a trap for my clerk to registra 
fall into. within 
The gentleman in question politely told my clerk that he had done it on you ag: 
purpose in order to teach hima lesson. It was very kind of him, butI I ob 
doubt if that was within the scope of his employment, and I would point invaria 
out that, in his misdirected zeal for education, the gentleman altogether @ ques 
lost sight of the woeful waste of public time, not to mention my time, sioguls 
involved in the operation. the cir 
I should say, in the end, on my clerk pressing that he was still in time very li 
to make the claim, the quarter fee was accepted, and £3 6s., the difference You 
between such fee and the full one, was returned. are igi 
It would be interesting to know whether a separate account is kept of my 60 
fees ‘‘ earned ”’ in this way, and to see how far the profits of the depart- heard 
ment are swollen in consequence. From the fact that printed forms of Ta 
receipt for return of fees paid in excess are kept in stock, it would appear that 1 
that my clerk’s experience is by no means singular, and that the profits subjer 
must be sufficient to warrant keeping in stock forms for the use of those fully, 
who are fortunate enough to discover the overcharge before it is too late. 
I have taken great pains to get at the exact facts, and I believe that the 
above represents as nearly as possible what actually occurred, 
I would now venture to ask you, Sir, whether the course of business 
adopted in your office as above detailed meets with your approval? 
I have endeavoured to write calmly ; I refrain from expressing my own 
feelings on the matter, I fear I should only shock yours were I to do so.— 
I remain, dear Sir, yours faithfully, (Signed) Ernest Brep. 
Land Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.O. 1. 
29th May, 1902. a 
Sir,—In further reply to your letter of the 22nd inst., I have to say that sad * 
I have inquired into the matter, and, putting aside doubtful questions « 
as to exactly what was said on either side, { find this amount of common dam 
round in the case—namely, that your clerk was permitted to affix stamps a j! 
or @ full ad valorem fee in a case where the official who dealt with to | 
it had some reaeon to think (though without further inquiry it would inse 
not amount to certainty) that a claim for a reduction in that fee might (I 
have been made in 17, and that, instead of drawing your clerk’s and 
attention to the rule, he considered it sufficient to ask him very dar 
pointedly whether he was sure that the amount was correct. As your pec 
clerk appears to have been unaware of rule 17, which has been in force for 
nearly three years, and is very erally known and acted on—he 
= ee in this and paid the full ad valorem fee. Later in the day he : 
had a similar case before another official who drew his attention to rule 17 - 
and on his claiming it allowed the reduction. He then returned to the lie 
first official, and asked to be allowed to claim the reduction in the first 
case also, and this was permitted—though on a strict interpretation of 
rule 19 it might have been refused. Rule 19 is in the Rules and Orders 
of June, 1899, and is as follows: ‘‘ The reduction granted by the two pre- 
ceding rules must be claimed at the time of delivering the instrument for 
registration, and will not afterwards be allowed.’’ 
quote this rule because, as you will see, its provisions are comewhat 
exceptional, and they formed in fact the grounds of “the action of which 
you complain, a view having been prevalent that it was not the duty of al 


this department to invite a claim under rule 17, but that it must in all 
cases be left to the sagnees to makeit. I do not myself agree with this 
view, and am giving d ions to prevent its being acted on in future, but, 
as the gentleman whose conduct you criticize invariably endeavours to 
take a liberal view in favour of the rae of all ——- of fees, I 
think it is due to him to point out that it was solely becauce he believed 
himself precluded by the lan of rule 19 that he abstained from 
ng that a claim should be made. 

t is comparatively seldom that solicitors are ignorant of rule 17, and 
hence it appears that a diversity of practice has unconsciously arisen 
among different members of the department as to suggesting and not 
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esting the entry of claims for reduction of fee under it when not 

e by the applicant. In future the practice will be uniform—namely, 
in cases where any circumstance a; which makes it seem at all 
likely that a claim for abatement under rules 17 or 18 can be made, the 
official will draw attention to the rule and will ask whether the applicant 
makes any claim or not. Where no such circumstance appears, noth 
will be said, and should it afterwards be discovered that a claim migh' 
have been made rule 19 will apply. 

Thanking you for drawing my attention to the matter, I remain, yours 

faithfully, C. F. Buicxpauz, Registrar. 


E, Bird, Esq 
128, Kensington High-street, W. 
0. F. Brickdale, Esq., The Re Land — 
. F. Brickdale, ., The rar, Lan 
r 84, Linotin’s-inn-feldy W.0. 

Dear Sir,—Thank you for your letter to me of the 29th ult., which 
crossed mine to you of the same date. 

I note with satisfaction that one effect of my communication to you has 
been to cause an alteration in the practice in your office. In face of the 

ise and imperative terms of rules 17 and 18, I cannot understand how 
there ever could have been any difference of opinion among your officials 
upon the matter. 

It seems to me that, under rules 17 and 18, the only legal fee which the 
department can claim is the quarter fee, To my mind the operation of 

19 only comes in where there could be doubt as to whether or not 
rules 17 or 18 apply. I can quite understand that it is only reasonable and 
convenient that in such cases the application should be made when the 
instrument is handed in, In all other cases coming witbin rules 17 and 
18, I submit that if the full fee has been wrongfully pid, the excess should 
be returned whenever the mistake is discovered. 

My own transactions with your office have been for the most part firs: 
regictrations. I will ascertain what other instruments of transfer coming 
within rule 17 I have been concerned with, and will communicate wit. 
you again in due cuurse. 

I ob‘erve in your letter you say the official whose conduct I criticized 
invariably endeavours to take a liberal view in favour of the applicant on 
a question of fees. I note this with pleasure, but fear he must have a 
siogularly inapt way of expressing himself, for I am bound to say that in 
the circumstances detailed in my letter to you of the 22nd ult. I can find 
very little trace of such liberal view. 

You say in your letter that it is comparatively seldom that solicitors 
are ignorant of rule 17. I bave mentioned the matter to a good many of 
my solicitor friends, and I have not as yet found a single one who has ever 
heard of the rule in question. 

I am now sending this correspondence to the legal Press, and I hope 
that the result will be that solicitors may be more enlightened upon the 
subject than they have hitherto been.—I remain, dear Sir, yours faith- 
fully, Exnzst Brep. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
[DRAFT] RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
JUNE, 1902. 

ORDER XIII. 


oc (a) Paes os be read as if after the words “‘ Where the writ 
is indorsed with a claim for” the words “pecuniary dam only, 
or for detention of goods with or without a claim pany coon nad 
damages ” were inserted, and as if after the words ‘‘ But the court or 
& judge may” the words “ order a statement of claim or particulars 
to be a before any assessment of damages, and may” were 
inserted. 

(b.) Rule 7 shall be read as if for the words “ detention of goods 
and pecuniary damages or either of them” the words ‘ pecuniary 
damages only or for detention of goods with or without a claim for 
pecuniary damages” were substituted. 


ORDER XIV. Rute 7. 

_ 2. Rule 7 is hereby annulled, and the following Rule shall stand in 
lieu thereof :— 
7. Upon the hearing of the application, with the consent of the 
parties, an order may be made referring the action to a master, 

or the action may be finally disposed of without appeal in a 
summary manner. 


ORDER XX. RUvtLzE 1. 


3. In Rule 1, sub-sections (5), (c), (d@) and (e) are hereby repealed, 
and the following sub-sections shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

(b.) Subject to the provisions of Order XIII., Rule 12, as to 
filing a statement of claim when there is no appearance, no 
statement of claim shall be delivered uvless the same be 
ordered under Order XXX. or Order XVIIIA., Rule 3, 

(c.) When delivery of a statement of claim is ordered, the same 
shall be delivered within the time specified in the order, or, if 
no time be so specified, within twenty-one days from the date 
of the order, unless in either case the time be extended by the 
court or a jud 


ORDER XXI. Rutz 6. 


5. Rules 6 and 7 are hereby annulled, and the following rules shall 

stand in lieu thereof :— 

6. Where a defendant has appeared to a writ of summons 
specially indorsed under er IIIL., Rule 6, he shall deliver 
his defence within ten days from the time limited for appear- 
ance, unless such time is extended by the court or judge, 
or unless in the meantime the plaintiff serves a summons for 
judgment under Order XIV., or a summons for directions. 

7. Where leave has been given to a defendant to defend under 
Order XIV., he shall deliver his defence (if any) within such 
time as shall be limited by the order giving him leave to 
defend ; or if no time if thereby limited, then within eight days 
after the order. 

8. Where a statement of claim is delivered pursuant to an order, 
the defendant, unless otherwise ordered, shall deliver his 
defence within such time (if any) as shall be specified in 
such order, or, if no time be so qa within ten days from 
the delivery of the statement of the claim, unl-ss in either case 
the time is extended by the court or a judge, 


ORDER XXII. Rug 18a. 


6. Where the estate of a deceased person who has died intestate is 
entitled to a fund or to a share of a fund in court not exceeding £100, 
and it is proved to the satisfaction of the court or a judge that no 
administration has been taken out to such deceased person, and that 
his assets do not exceed the value of £100, including the amount of 
the fund or share to which the estate of such deceased person is 
entitled, the court or a judge may direct that such fand or share of 
a fund shall be paid, transferred, or delivered to ths person who, 
being a widower, widow, child, father. mother, brosher, or sister of 
the deceased, would be entitled to take out administration to the 
estate of such deceased person. 


. ORDER XXIII. 
REPLY AND SUBSEQUENT PLEADINGS. 


7. Order XXUIL. is hereby annulled, snd the followiog orJer shall 

stand in lieu thereof :— . 

1. Except in Admiralty actions no reply shall be delivered unless 
the same be ordered. : ; 

2. A plaintiff shall deliver his reply, if any, ia Admira!ty actions 
within six days, and in other actions if ordered within the time 
specified in the order or if no time is so ified within ten 
days, after the defence or the last of the defences shall have 
been delivered, unless the time shall be extended by the court 
or a judge. 

3. No a a subsequent to reply other than a joinder of issue 
shell be pleaded without leave of the court or a judge, and 
then shall be pleaded only upon such terms as the court or 
judge shall think fit. Every plea subsequent to reply 
shall | be delivered within the time ified in the order giving 
leave to deliver the same or if no time be so fied within 
four days after the delivery of the previous pleading, unless 
the time shall be extended by the court or by a judge. 


ORDER XXVII. 


8. Order XXVII., Rules 4 and 6, shall be read as if after the words 
‘* detention of and pecuniary damages or either of them” were 
left out, and the words “ pecuniary damages only or for detention of 
goods with or without a claim for pecuniary damages” were inserted : 
and at the end of Rule 15 shall be inserted ‘‘and where an action 
has been set down on motion for judgment under Rule 11 of this 
order, such setting down may be dealt with by the court or a judge 
in the same way as if a judgment by default had been signed when 
the case was set down. 

ORDER XXX. 


9, Order XXX., Rule 1, is hereby annulled, and the following rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof :— F ’ 

1.—(a.) Except in the cases mentioned in paragraph (¢) the 
plaintiff in every action shall take out a summons for direo- 
tions returnable in not less than four days, 

(b.) Such summons shali be taken out after appearance and 
before the plaintiff takes any fresh step in the action other 
than application for an injunction, or for a receiver, or to the 
— ot judgment in default of defence under Order XXVIII. 

(c.) Where under Order XIV. the plaintiff ap: for judgment, 
or where under Order XVITIA., by Aes a els ~- a 
statement of claim, the ju ma such application 
as if the plaintiff had my a to take out and had taken 
out a summons for directions. A Sy 

(d.) This rule shall not opply to Admiralty actions within the 
meaning of section 34 Judicature Act, 1873, or to actions 


in which the writ is specially indorsed under Order IIL, Rule 





4. Order XX., Rule 5, is hereby repealed, 





6, or to actions arising under the provisions of Order XVIIfa., 
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or to any proceeding commenced by originating summons, but 
in any such action or proceeding a summons for directions may 


be taken out at the instance of any party thereto. 


10. In Order XXX., Rule 2, the words “interlocutory” and 


*¢ before the trial”’ shall be left out. 


11. In Order XXX., Rule 3, the words ‘‘ made or” shall be left 


out. 


12. In Order XXX., Rule 8, the words “or for summary judg- 


ment under Order XIV.” shall be left out. 
ORDER XXXVI. 


13. Rule 1 is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall stand in 


lieu thereof :— 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
WIGHTWICK v. POPE AND OTHERS. No. 1. 2nd June. 


PractickE—APrrgzAL—SEcuRnITY FoR Costs—APpPpLicaATION ror New Triar— 
Junispiction —R.S.0. LVIII. 15. 


Application by the plaintiff for security for the costs of the defendants’ 
motion for a new trial. The action was tried before the Lord Chief Justice 
and a special jury. 

Tue Covrr (Cottins, M R., and Marsew and Oozens-Harpy, L.JJ.), 
before delivering judgment, consulted the other members of the court. 

Cotiins, M.R., the judgment of the court, in which he said that, 


1. There hall be no local venue for the trial of any action, except | had the motion been technically a final appeal, they would have ordered 


where otherwise provided by statute, but in every action in security for costs. 


But having regard to the general rule of practice laid 


every division the place of trial shall be fixed by the court or} down in Heckscher v. Crosley (39 W. R. 211; 1891,1Q. B. 224), not to 


a judge. 
ORDER XLV. 
14. Order XLV. shall be read as if— 


(a.) In Rule 1, after the words “to answer the judgment or 
order’ the words “together with the costs of the garnishee 
proceedings’’ were inserted: court, or such court or judge 
shall appoint [sic.], to show cause why he should not pay to the 
person who has obtained such judgment or order the debt due 


from him to such debtor, or so much thereof as may be 
sufficient, and after the words ‘‘ to satisfy the judgment or 
order,” the words ‘‘ together with the costs aforesaid ’’ were 
inserted. 
(5.) In Rule 3, atthe end, the words ‘‘ together with the costs 
of the garnishee proceedings” were inserted. 
(c.) In Rule 4, at the end, the words ‘“‘ or may refer the matter 
to a master ”’ were inserted. 
(d.) In Rule 6, after the words “such garnishee,” the words 
“together with the costs of the garnishee proceedings’ were 


inserted. 
ORDER LXY. RULE 2 


Bs Rule 2 shall be read as if the following words were added 
thereto :— 
‘* but the court or judge, if the whole costs of the action or other 
proceeding are not intended to be given to the party, may 
wherever practicable, by the order direct taxation of the 
whole costs and payment of such proportion thereof, as the 

ccurt or judge shall determine.” 


ORDER LXV. Rvtz 23. 


16. Order LXV., Rule 23, shall be read as if the words from 
Pe amg ” to ‘‘paid” inclusive, were omitted therefrom, and the 
following words were inserted— 

** taxation of the costs of such party and payment of a propor- 
tion thereof or direct payment of a sum in lieu of taxed costs 
and direct by and to whom such proportion or sum shall be 


17. These rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
1982, and each rule may be cited separately by the heading thereof 
with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. They shall 
dome into operation on the ty of 1902, 





NOTICE. 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900, 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 62.) 
Fvrtrser List ory Stocks unpgr Section 2. 

Pursuant to rection 2 of the “‘ Colonial Stock Act, 1900,’’ the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under- 
mentioned Stocks, registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom : 

South Australia, 

4 per cent. Stocks (1917, 1918, and 1924). 

4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1916-35). 

4 per cent. Inecribed Stock (1917-36). 

34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1939). 

3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1916-26), 

3 cent. Consolidated Inscribed Stock (1916). 

restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section 2, of the ‘* Trustee 
Act, 1893,” apply to the above Stocks (see ‘‘ Colonial Stock Act, 1900,’’ 
section 2). 


Chambers, 8,W., 
June 2, 1902, 








Wednesdsy, 11th June, is the “‘ call night” of Trinity term at the Inns 
of Court, when 106 law students will become barristers. Of this number 


grant security for costs in the case of new trial motions, they took time to 
consult the other members of the court as to whether the time had not 
come when the practice should be altered. It had been more than once 
treated as anomalous (see In re Harwood and Abrahams, 1901, 2 K. B. 304, 
49 W. R. Dig. 141) ; and when analyzed it did not seem to rest on any 
logical basis. In former days judgment was never given by the judge 
at nisi prius, who had been described as the mere instrument of the court 
to try the issues (see Wells v. Abrahams, L. R. 7 Q. B. 554); and when 
leave to move was reserved, the matter was suspended till the rule nisi 
could be moved for. Nowadays the judge had complete control of the 
cause and could enter judgment as he thought right. Hence there was 
now a collateral or alternative application in every motion for a new trial 
asking the court to deal with the judgment accordingly. There seemed, 
therefore, no reason in principle why the court should refuse to exercise 
its discretion in this class of appeals rather than in others, and now that 
this court had equal jurisdiction in all, it appeared undesirable to draw a 
hard and fast rule applicable to one class only, and laid down when this 
jurisdiction was first assumed. All the Lords Justices concurred in thinking 
that we ought not any longer to treat the rule laid down in Heckscher v. 
Crosley as binding. Security to the extent of £25 must be given within a 
fortnight.—Counset, McKinnon; G. 4. Scott. Soxicirors, Nicol, Son, § 
Jones ; Wontner § Sons. 


[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


MORRIS v, NORTHERN EMPLOYERS’ MUTUAL INDEMNITY CO. 
(LIM.) No. 1. 31st May. 


Master AND Sgervant—AccipentTaL Injunres—ArrEAL—OompPENsATION— 
InsunANCcE Mongys—Onrper or County Covrr JupGr ror PAYMENT BY 
Insurers TO Workman—‘‘ AcTioN on Marrer’’—Covunry Oovurrs Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), s. 120—Worxkmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 37), 8. 5, suB-szcTion 1 


Appeal from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, 
C.J., and Darling and Ohannell, JJ.) reversing the order of the judge of the 
Bolton County Court under section 5 of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897. The workman was injured by an accident while in the 
employmemt of the Darcy Lever Coal Uo. (Limited), and an award 
of 19s. a week was made in his favour. In consequence of the coal 
company going into liquidation the payments ceased. ‘The coal company 
were members of the mdent company, the Northern Employers’ 
Mutual Indemnity Co. (Limited), which was a company formed for the 
protection and insurance of its members against claims arising from 
accidents to workmen in their employment ; and the workman applied for 
an order under section 5, sub-section 1, of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897, that the respondents should pay to him the weekly sum due 
under the award, alleging that the coal company were entitled to the 
amount of these weekly payments from the respondents. The 
county court judge made the order asked for. Upon appeal the Divisional 
Court held, following their decision in Kniveton v. Northern Employers’ 
Mutual Indemnity Co. (1902, 1 K. B. 880), that an appeal lay to the High 
Court from an order of a county court judge under section 5 of the Act 
of 1897, and they allowed the appeal on the merits. The workman 
appealed, and contended that no appeal lay to the High Oourt. (The 
Court of Ap had already held in Leech v. Life and Health Assurance 
Association (49 W.R. 482; 1901, 1 K. B. 707) that no appeal lay from such 
an order direct to the Court of Appeal.) 

Tuy Covrt (Cortins, M.R., and Marnew and Oozens-Hanpy, L.JJ.) 

held that the order of the county court judge was an order in a “‘ matter” 

within the meaning of section 120 of the County Courts Act, 1888, and 

that therefore an appeal lay under that section to the High Court. The 

appeal was heard on its merits and dismissed.—OounseL, Ruegg, K.C., 

and Chester Jones; Haldane, K C., and F. E. Smith. Soxscrrors, Chester, 

Broome, & Griffithes, for Fielding § Fernihough, Bolton ; Roweliffes, Rawle, § 

Co., for Peace § Ellis, Wigan. 


(Reported by W. F. Banny, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re McMURDO. PENFIELD v. McMURDO. No.2. 27th and 28th May. 


Practice—ApMINIsTRATION—Szcung’) Crxepirorn—OxzrtivicATe—DIisaLLow- 

ance ov Cratm—Reaization oy Secunirry—Lezave to Prove—Jvpica- 

-_ ‘oe 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 77), 8 10—R.8.0. Oxv. LV., ux. 57, 
L 7h 


The testator in this action died in 1889 insolvent, and on the 25th of 


33 are entered at the Inner Temple, 33 at the Middle Temple, 22 at | July, 1889, an order was made for the administration of his estate. The 
Lincoln’s-inn, and 18 at Gray’s-inn. The number at the corresponding | applicant, the liquidator of the New Oriental Bank Corporation (Limited), 


term last year was 85 only. 





in answer to advertisements, brought in a claim for £47,000, For this 
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pe held as security certain shares and debentures of the Delagoa Bay and 
fast African Railway Oo. The railway had been seized by the Portuguese 

ment, and an arbitration tribunal was appointed on the 13th of 
June, 1891. On the 11th of May, 1891, the liquidator was served with a 
notice to prove his claim on the 29th of May. ‘The time was several times 
extended, and on the 20th of October, 1892, the liquidator’s solicitor wrote 
to the plaintiff's solicitor a letter stating that the liquidator had decided 
not to prove, ge og | to rely upon the securities. On the 2nd of 
December, 1892, the liquidator attended in chambers and withdrew 
the claim. On the 29th of November, 1893, the chief clerk made a 
certificate as to debts, in which he disallowed the claim of the 
bank. Notice of the filing of the certificate was given to the liquidator. 
The award in the Delagoa Bay arbitration was not made until 1900. 
In July of that year the liquidator received £1,448 in respect of his 
security, and there was evidence that nothing more would be paid. On 
the 16th of December, 1901, the liquidator took out a summons to be 
allowed to come in and prove for the balance of his debt. The master 
declined to make any order on this summons on the ground that the 
certificate was conclusive. No application was made to amend the 
summons by asking to vary the certificate, but on the 20th of January, 
1902, another summons was taken out by the liquidator, asking that, not- 
withstanding the time for applying to vary the certificate and the time 
limited for making claims had expired, the certificate might be varied in 
so far as it disallowed the claim of the liquidator; and that he might be 
at liberty to make and establish his claim against the testator’s estate. 
The estate had not been distributed, but the action had been ly heard 
on further consideration in chambers. The summons was in 
chambers, and the liquidator now moved to discharge that order. Swinfen 
Kady, J., refused the motion. The liquidator — 

Tue Court (VavcHAN Wiu14Ms, Romer, and Srieuine, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Vavcnan Wiiu1aMs, L.J.—An objection has been taken by the respond- 
ents that this question of the applicants’ right to come in and 2 oe 
really raised and disposed of by the summons of the 16th of ber, 
1901; consequently, the matter has passed into res judicata, and the 
applicants have no longer any right to come to this court and have the 
question adjudicated on again. That objection is primd facie a conclusive 
answer to this application, but it can be got over, if it is right so to do, by 
extending the time for appealing against the order made on the summons 
of the 16th of December, 1901. Considering the length of time that this 
administration has, necessarily and without fault on the of anyone, 
occupied, and that no one’s rights have been affected by the time that has 
ela since the order of the 16th of December, 1901, there being a 

ious question to be decided, I think that we should allow this extension 

of time ior appealing. I will row proceed to deal with the merits of the 
case, That the 10th section of the Judicature Act, 1875, applies is not 
really disputed, and we must deal with this question as it would be dealt 
with upon a proof in bankruptcy. The liquidator was a secured 
creditor, and at the moment of the commencement of the administration 
he held certain securities the value of which was uncertain. Under those 
circumstances it was not really for the interest of either the creditors of 
the estate or opens else that the administration should take place without 
ing valued. That being so, the liquidator made his claim, 

and a certificate was made in which his claim was disallowed. At this 
moment the liquidator, according to bankruptcy practice, was not in a 
position to prove without either realizing or valuing his security, and it is 
not > that the certificate was an adjudication upon the merits of 
his . Now, according to my ex ce of bankruptcy ice, there 
never has been any doubt as to the right of a creditor, whether secured or 
unsecured, to come in and prove at any time during the administration, 
provided only that he does not by his proof interfere with the 
prior distribution of the estate, and subject always’ in cases in 
which he has to ask for leave to prove to any terms which 
the court may think just to impose. Now it said that the result 
of the first rule of the second schedule to the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
is that if a creditor does not eS re be after the making 
of the receiving order his right to prove is gone. It is difficult to see how 
such a construction of this rule can be reconciled with the 61st section of the 
Act, and if you look at the rules with regard to proof in the second schedule 
as a whole, I think it is plain that the first rule is merely directory and that 
mere non-compliance with it does not deprive a pow fe of any right he 
may have. Then it is said thata secured creditor by not coming in to 
ve may have so acted that he has practically contracted never to prove. 
am not prepared to say that such a state of things is impossible, but 
there is no to justify the inference that it exists im this case. Then 
it is eaid that these securities were at one time while they were in the 
control of the creditor of greater realizable value than they are now. But 
I thiok it impossible to say that the alteration in value of his securities 
prevents a secured creditor from proving, though I express no opinion as 
to whether this alteration in value may or may not have some 
effect when the proof is carried in. So far I have considered the 
question looking at the = strictly as a proof in bankruptcy. Now, 
looking at it as a proof in an admizstration in Chancery, Y think that, 
having regard to the authorities which have been cited to us, there is no 
ground for saying that a disallowance of a claim in a certificate like this, 
& disallowance which was not based upon any sort of adjudication on the 
merits of the claim, has an effect which interferes with the right to 
carry in a proof subsequently in the administration. It is trae that the 
effect of the certificate is that the creditor, not having come in within the 
time limited, has no longer ny be ht to the benefit of the order without 
obtaining subsequently some further order from the court. But in fact 
upon the application here what is asked for is some in the nature of 


us, and in cular Gillespie v. Alexander (3 Russ. 130), it is plain that 


parti 
the right to apply for leave to prove at all times is a right which 
ie bem 7 in administra 


recogn again and again in tion suits. Under 
those circumstances I do not think it makes very much difference 


‘whether one looks at this proof as having been carried in in 


bankruptcy or in administration in Ohancery. Then as to the point 
that there is some estoppel, the observations I have made with regard 
to a proof in bankruptcy apply equally to a proof in an administration in 
Chancery. It seems tome that the whole argument to the contrary is 
based upon a misapprehension as to what the certificate is intended to do. 
There is one other point I should like to mention. It is said that rule 57 
of order 55 only applies to cases which arose before a certificate had been 
made ; then it is that under rule 70 the certificate was binding upon all 
parties and could only be got rid of in special circumstances under rule 71, 
and that there are no special circumstances here which would justify the 
court in prays | the powers ae it by rule 71. It seems to me that we 
need not really take exception to that argument here, though I must not 
be taken as agreeing with it ; for if it be true that under rule 71 there must 
be special circumstances, and a certificate which really adjudicated upon 
nothing is binding upon a creditor as if it had been an adjudication in 
substance, then we have got the s circumstances here. When you 
have got a state of things in which by lapse of time it would be right to 
ome the powers given by rule 57, you have got special circumstances 
within rule 71. For these reasons I think this appeal must be dismissed. 
Romer and Srrauie, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
CounsgeL, Muir Mackenzie and R. J. Parker; Upjohn, K.O., and Eastwick ; 
Jenkins, K.0., and Whinney. Soxicrrors, Hollams, Sons, Coward, § Hawks- 
ley ; Harston § Bennet ; Hurford § Taylor. 
[Reported by J, I. Srreiixa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


AERATORS (LIM.) v. TOLLIT AND OTHERS. Farwell, J. 
29th and 31st May. 


Company—Simmmariry or Name—Compantes Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), 
8 


The plaintiffs, Aerators (Limited), claimed an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from registering a company under the name of ‘‘ Automatic 
Aerator Patents (Limited).’’ on the ground that such name so nearly 
resembled the plaintiffs’ name as to be calculated to deceive within the 
meaning of section 20 of the Companies Act, 1862. The plaintiffs’ business 
consisted in the sale of sparklets. The defendants proposed that the new 
company to be formed by them should acquire patents for the aeration of 
liquids contained in tanks or cisterns of large size. 

Farws11, J., in giving ju mt, said: Section 20 of the Companies 
Act enacts that no company be registered under a name identical 
with that by which a subeisting company is already , or so nearly 
resembling the same as to be calculated t» deceive, except in certain cases 
not material to the present case. A company has therefore a greater right 
than an individual in respect of names that are identical. It does not 
follow that the Legislature has intended to give companies any greaier 
rights than individuals possess in a of names which are not identical 
but only similar, and it been held that ‘calculated to deceive” does 
not point to intentional fraud, but it is a question of fact in each case 
whether the name of the new company is so similar to that of the old com- 
pany as to induce the belief that the two companies are identical. The 
plaintiffs claim a mono in the word “‘ Aerators.”” His lordship referred 
to North Cheshire and Manchester Brewery Co. v. Manchester Brewery Co. (1899, 
which oely, aptly ana righty Asbctibes a machine for producing a particular 
which only, a an y am e for p a 
result. The word oo teen in common use in the English for at 
least thirty years. His lordship referred to the cases of Reddaway v. 
Banham (44 W. BR. 638 ; 1896, A. ©. 199), Cellular Clothing Co. v. Maxton 
(1899, A. O. 326), Chivers v. Chivers (17 P. R. 420). The choice of the 
plaintiffs’ name rests with themselves. The plaintiffs’ trade-mark is 

‘Sparklets,’’ and their name is put prominently forward on their shop 
fronts, invoices, billheads, and letter paper. The articles in which they 
deal are very different from those to be manufactured under the defendants’ 

tents. In my opinion the plaintiffs’ action is an attempt to monopolize 

or the purposes of nomenclature a word in ordinary use in the i 
lan, , and fails, and must be dismissed with costs —CounsgL, Jenhins, 
Ke, and J. G. Wood; Upjohn, K.C., and George Lawrence. Soxrcrrons, 
Wainwright $ Co. ; Hind § Robinson. 

[Reported by Paut Sraickuanp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THE NATIONAL BANK OF — Buckley, J. 28th May; 3rd 
une. 


Company—Winpine ur —Costs —Taxation. 


The National Bank of Wales was in voluntary liquidation, and the 
Metropolitan, Birmingham, and South Wales Bank bought its assets in 
1893, and agreed to pay the costs, &c.,of the N. Bank andits liquidators. The 
M. Bank on delivery of particulars paid the N. Bank costs, amounting to 
£3,754 10s. The solicitors to the N. Bank presented a bill of costs 
to the liquidators including (1) costs amounting to £301 3s. 3d. for drawing 
and copying the bills paid by the M. Bank, and (2) £73 11s. for drawing 
and copying the bill of costs under taxation. taxing-master dis- 
allo 


th these sums. On a summons to review the taxation. 
Bvox.ay, J., said that in his view the taxing-master was ght, and mer 


in a case like this, where there was no litigation or in 





& supplementary certificate. Upon the authorities that have been cited to 


bills of costs. 


| litigation, a solicitor was not entitled to the costs of dra 
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The fact of the arrangement with the M. Bank did not affect the incidence 
of the ex of drawing the bills for £301 3s. 3d., but even if payable to 
the solicitor by anyone, it would be by the M. Bank, who, so far as he knew, 
had never been asked to pay it, and not by the N. Bank.—OovunszL, 
Christopher James. Souicrtors, Everett § Hodgkinson, for A. T. Williams 


Neath. 
[Reported by L. W. Brrye, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re ELLEN JANE PINNEY (Deceased), PINNEY v. PINNEY. Joyce, J 
28th and 29th May. 
Lecacigs—Witt anv OCopici.—OvumuLaTIVE OR SUBSTITUTIONAL 
ADMISSIBILITY OF Exrrinsic EvipENce. 


This was a summons taken out by th: administrator with will 
dated the 15th of August, 1895, and codicil dated the 14th of 


October, 1896, annexed, of the above-named deceased, asking (amo 
other things) whether (in effect) certam legacies bequeathed by the codi 
were to be deemed to be given in addition to or in substitution for certain 
legacies bequeathed by the will. The testatrix by her will gave 
certain legacies and by codicil expressed to be “‘ a codicil to her last will 
and testament ’’ gave other legacies cf equal amount in favour of some of 
the same legatees upon (in effect) like limitations. The codicil, however, 
contained other bequests not made by the will, and in certain cases made 
no mention of gifts made by the will. Certain of the legacies given by the 
will were for life and then over, while by the codicil similar gifts were 
made absolutely. In one case there was a gift to the same legatee of a 
specific property both by the will and the codicil. The codicil contained 
no reference to the will other than the words above mentioned. Evidence 
was sought to be adduced to shew the state of the testatrix’s property at 
the date of the codicil with a view to shewing that the whole was thereby 
ed of with the exception of 2s. 5d. 

oyce, J., held, following Wilson v. O’ Leary (7 Oh. 448), that, there being 

no intention expressed to substitute the gifts by codicil for those by will, 
such gifts must be deemed cumulative and not substitutional, and on the 
authority of Higgins v. Dawson (1902, A. C. 1), refused to admit extrinsic 
evidence as to the property of the testatrix at the date of the codicil.— 
( OUNSEL, Hamilton ; George Lawrence ; Mackay. Soutcrrors, Geare § Pease, for 
Tucker § Forward, Chard. 


[Rep-rted by Atay C. Nessirt, Esq , Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 


In the Goods of JAMES MANN WILLIAMSON (Deceased). Jeune, P. 
2nd June. 


Prospate—IncorPoraTion oF Documents. 


This was a motion on behalf of Mr. Hugh Thomeon and others for 
probate of an ante-nuptial contract of marriage together with a subsequent 
will under the following circumstances: Dr. James Mann Williamson, of 
Southcliffe, Ventnor, died on the 12th of November, 1901. By an ante- 
nuptial contract of marriage, in Scotch form, executed on the 27th of 
September, 1882, made between himself and Janet Eliza Bruce, he 
—— the trustees thereof his executors. On the 7th of September, 
1900, Dr. Williamson executed a will and appointed Henrietta and 
Ellen Williamson the executrixes thereof. The material parts of the 
will were as follows: ‘‘ Whereas by an ante-nuptial contract of marriage 
executed between me and my late wife, Mrs. Janet Eliza Bruce, or 
Williamson, dated the 27th day of September, 1882, and registered 
into the Book of the Lords of the Council and Session at Edinburgh 
on the 22nd day of January, 1883, the whole of the property of which 
I may be possessed at my death is settled as therein mentioned, but 
no provision is made therein for the disposal of the whole or of any part 
thereof in the event of my surviving my said wife, &c. . . I appoint 


Girts— 


LAW SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
Annvuat Dinner. 


The forty-second annive: festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association was held on Tuesday, at the Albion, Aldersgate-street, Mr, 
Henry Turron Norton, M.A., taking the chair. Among those present 
were: Mr. Justice Byrne, Mr. W. E. Hume-Williams, K.C., Master 
Granvi!le-Smith, Messrs, Robert Cunliffe (chairman of board of director), 
J. T. Doyle (president Manchester Incorporated Law Society), J. a, 
Shepard (president Monmouth Law Society), P. H. Minshall (president 
Shropshire Law Society), J. W. Martin (presideut Berks, Bucks, and Oxon 
Law Society), R. Pennington, J.P., T. Skewes-Cox, M.P., A 
Helder, M.P., A. Wightman, J.P., J. 8. Beale, J. Williams Cunliffe, 
Samuel Harris, Bourchier F. H. gee Sg Castle, Gerald Sturt, 
Walter Dowson, J. Gibson Youll, R. W. eedie, Major C. H. §, 
Hopkins, Messrs. Edward Clark, A.J. Vere Bass, K. L. Burgin, Oripps, 
Coleman, Maurice A. Tweedie, Timmins, R. H. Purves, F. L. Sutton, 
M. H. Cotton, L. F. Cotton, E. P. Debenham, W. J. Marshall, A. E, 
Griffith, A. J. Harris, W. I. R. Pochin, A. Neilson, T. W. Fox, RB. 8, 
Taylor, B. Ellis Cunliffe, J. Oullimore, A. Trinder, N. H. Boyns, 
T. Armstrong White, R. W. Dibdin, H. Baines, Grantham R. Dodd, 
W. F. Ounliffe, G. Holme Bower, H. M. Oadman-Jones, James Turner, 
A. J. Sheffield, J. Field Beale, ‘Thomas Meares, J. H. Munday, G. D, 
Dean, T. H. D. Berridge, F. W. Martin, R. C. Nesbitt, O. L. Smiles, 
A. Hanbury, G. H. Chamberlain, F. H. Giles, and J. T. Scott (secretary), 
The toasts of ‘The King’’ and “‘ Queen Alexandra, the Prince and 
Princers of Wales, and the other members of the Royal Family’ were 
given from the chair, the Cxarrman remarking that it was an auspicious 
occurrence that the dinner was held, in the Coronation year, on the 
birthday of the Prince of Wales. ‘The toasts having been honoured with 
the customary loyal enthusiasm, 

The Cuarrman proposed the toast ‘‘The Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, and may prosperity continue to attend it.’’ He said he had 
been preceded by a long list of chairmen who had had to announce 
greater prosperity, greater progress, larger sums subscribed, and 
larger sums expended year by year, and he was happy to say 
he was in the same position this eveniog. The society, like 
many other good societies and good works, had commenced in 
a small way. In the year 1858 three or four gentlemen met in a room, 
as three or four gentlemen were in the habit of doing, for a good purpose, 
Toe three or four thought they could best employ their time in some 
charitable efforts for the good of their kind, with the result that the 
society was formed, and it had made considerable progress. At a later 
stage of its development it was able to extend its charity to non-members 
and their families as well as to members and their families. The amounts 
given to the former were comparatively small, whilst those given to 
members and their families were very much larger. But it was a 
matter for congratulation that the society was able to assist those 
who had been unable or unwilling to become ite members, although not 
to so great an extent as was the case with those who had joined it as 
members. In the year 1871 the relief granted was only £832. Such was 
the society’s humbie beginning. In 1881 the society distributed £2,296, 
In 1891 the amount was £3,851. Iu 1901 it had increased to £5,038, and 
in the last eleven months a sum of £5,313 had been given away. But the 
practice of the society now was that which had been adopted and found 
to answer by all charities—namely, to give away all its money as 
fast as it got it It would be seen, therefore, that it was more 
necessary than ever that every possible effort should be made to 
replace the funds which the directors had already distributed. And 
the fact that the funds were well and admirably — of was assured if 
one would look through the list of the prominent directors of the society. 
Men more capable of conducting the management and the affairs of a 
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my two sisters, Henrietta Williamson and Ellen Williamson, executrixes 
hereof. I revoke all former wills and testamentary dispositions whatso- 
ever.”” Counsel contended that the recital of the ante-nuptial settlement 
in the will was sufficient to incorporate the ante-nuptial settlement. 
Moreover, inasmuch as the will did not revoke the appointment of the 
executors under the ante-nuptial settlement, they and the executrixes 
of the will should act together. 

Jzunz, P., in giving judgment, said that he could not bring himeelf to 
think that the mere recital of a document would be sufficient to incor- 
porate it byreference, It had been urged that where a will which had not been 

ly executed was referred to by a later document, which purported 
to @ codicil to that document, it would be treated as incorporated, 
but clearly that case was not applicable here. He could not hold that 
there was any incorporation here. He therefore thought that the will of 
the 7th of September, 1900, alone should be admitted to probate upon 
proof of its execution. —Covnsz1, Barnard. Soxicrrons, Hughes § Sons. 


[Reported by Gwrxxz Haut, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








The St. James’s Gazette states that sixteen lawyers are pauper inmates of 
in Yorkshire. How, we should like to know, are these 
statistics ascertained 7 


It is announced that his Honour Judge Snagge has been selected by his 
Majesty's Government to be the British delegate to the conference which 
has been summoned by the French Government to study the question of 
the “white slave”’ traffic. 


The conference will meet at Paris on the 
15th of July. 


charitable institution, of avoiding being imposed upon, and of getting to 
the bottom of the different claims made upon the ds, he did not toink 
it porsible to get together. And that accounted for the + progress 
which had been made, and the good which had been effected by the 
society. One of his predecessors had said that the average income of the 
solicitors was £300 a year. He had given them no means of ascertaining 
the grounds upon which he had formed that conclusion. He (the chair- 
man) thought it was probably by some such process as that by which one’s 
income was arrived at in connection with the income tax, and a more 
inefficacious means of ascertaining a fact he did not know. But he could 
not help th that the statement must include everybody whose name 
was in the Law List, clerks and young fellows who had just got through 
their articles and elderly men who had passed from the position of 
subordinate clerks to become solicitors, and who remained to receive 
salaries to theend. Because those who knew the immense expense that 
was required for the conduct of any solicitor’s business must be certain 
that that could hardly be the average income of the _—— profes:ion. 
This was not a time to touch upon the much- question of 
the professional system of remuneration or whether it would b» for 
the of the country that there should be a fusion of the two branches 
of the profession. He could e no system of official remuneration 
more calculated to create difficu in the way of any man striving to 
do his duty than the preposterous system which was the official system 
of solicitor’s remuueration. At every turn the solicitor’s interest was 
eternally opposed to bis duty, and that could not be # satisfactory system, 
whilst, as everyone knew, there was any amount of personal sympathy 
between the bench and the solicitors, he thought it would be better for the 
— if there was a more practical knowl on the part of the 
of the troubles and difficulties, and above all the expense, of com- 
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ducting a solicitor’s business. He had many friends and many acquaint- 
ances on the bench and at the bar, men who would sym ze with any 
difficulty in which he was. But the bench had only to ter the law 
as they found it. There was a want of knowledge on the bench, not cnly 
of those difficulties, but of the absurd system of taxation and also of the 
great expense to which the solicitor was continually exposed, which led, he 
could not help thinking, to the circumstances which threw so many 
slicitors upon this charity and rendered its extension eo essential He had 
only torecommend to them the charity in general. Much better authorities 
than he, sacred and profane, had urged the duty of charity. They all knew 
its advantages, not only to him who received, but s#leo to him who gave, 
and he would impress upon them the advantage and the duty of charity 
in their own og eee They had here opportunities of sympathizing 
with the troubles and difficulties that had led to distress. He owed his 
thanks to the very great number of friends and members of the profession, 
many of whom he knew and many with whom he was not acquainted, who 
had written him personally letters forwarding donations and subscriptions, 
and with very friendly messages and sentences. He wanted to thank 
them for that, and he wanted to say that he thought they must congratu- 
late themselves upon the amount which had been subscribed on this 
occasion, when they recollected that this was the Coronation year—a year 
which pressed upon everybody ; because out of the many letters he had 
received a large percentage expressed the regret of the writers that they 
could not do more this year on account of the number of claims upon them 
by reason of the Coronation. 

The toast was drunk upstanding, and with three cheers. 

Mr. J. T. Scorr (cecretary) announced subscriptions and donations 
amounting to £1,447, amongst which were the following: The Chairman, 
£105; Sir G. H. Lewis, £100; Mr. A. Wightman, J.P. (Sheffield), 
£60 1s. 9d.; Mr. John Hollams, £52 10s.; Mr. H. Morten Cotton, £52 103. ; 
Mr. J. W. Howlett (Brighton), £31 10s.; Mr. Henry Attlee, £21; and Mr. 
8, Harris (Leicester), £21. 

Mr, Watrer Dowson, proposed the toast ‘‘The Bench and the Bar.’’ 
He said it was almost impossible for anybody in the room to say anything 
Lew about the bench or the bar, as the toast had been proposed so many 
times. But he was certain he would be giving expre:sion to the feelings 
ut everybody when he said that the solicitors as a whole regarded and 
esteemed the bench most highly. Whatever might have been the 

line of professional life followed by the man who was elevated 
to the bench, whether it was'a political career such as Mr. Justice Byrne 
had to a great extent followed, or whether that were not the case, he 
hed his official duties with absolute fairness, with an absolute want 
of bias, and with absolute integrity. It was no mere expression of speech 
to say that one of the greatest boasts of the country was that the bench 
was absolutely beyond the suggestion of corruption or anything of the 
kind. It was not possidle to say that of every country in Europe; but of 
England, scotland, and Ireland it was absolutely true to ray 
that every member of the bench did his duty according to the 
best of his ability without regard to any other consideration. Of 
course no man, whether upon the bench or wherever he might be, was 
absolutely infallible. 1t was quite impossible that a person 
could be always right He remembered its being said about one eminent 
judge that he was always right. But whether that was so or not, 
every member of the bench did his very best to brivg his miad to bear 
upon the particular circumstances before him without regard to any other 
considerations. He did not think this was a time to talk about appeals. 
It was impossible to prevent the fact that any judge should be occasionally 
overruled. It might be of course that the first judge was perfectly right 
and thore who overruled him perfectly wrong. He remembered an 
occurrence which came before him many years ago when he was in the 
habit of going before Vice-Chancellor Malins. Vice-Chancellor Malios 
some experience of the Court of Appeal. Those who could remember 
the Vice-Ohancellor would remember that he took a great interest in the 
appeals that were taken from his decisions The Vice-Chancellor had an 
usher whom he used generally to get to go into the Court of Appeal so that 
he might know at the earliest possible moment whether he had been over- 
ruled cr not. He (Mr. Dowson) remembered on one occasion when he had 
sat before him on a motion in which he was not successful and had appealed ; 
he went before the Vice-Ohancellor a few days after and the Vice- 
Obancellor remembered his face. The Vice-Chancellor avked if the appeal 
had been heard and what wasthe reult. He had felt alittle diffident about 
telling him that the Court of Appeal had taken a dismrtrically opposite view 
to that of the Vice-Chancellor. So he suid, ‘' I am atraid, your honour, they 
took rather a different view to what you did.” The Vice-Chancellor eaid, 
“Lon’t mind about tbat. I have had a great deul of experience of she 
Court of Appeal, and I have come to the conclusion that the opinion of 
one judge is quite as good as the opinion of three,’ The Vice-Onancellor 
had oy reason for formulating that as his really considered opinion. 
The was the nursery of the bench, and whatever merit the bench 
might have was due to thir training and surroundiogs whilst at the bar. 
It was bighly to the credit of the ber that they stould produce the very 
tminent « ccupants of the bench. There bad been all sorts of ideas about 
the amalgamation of the two branches of the profestiop, which he thought 
would be highly objectionable. The bar was of the —— possible use 
to solicitors The solicitor when in doubt took the opiuion of counsel, and 
— the responsibility was removed from their shoulders. They could 
go to their client armed with thatcpinion. One great advantage was tbat 
when a solicitor was launched on an important litigation he knew where 
he was at the start, and would have an entirely inde pendent opinion as to 
the chance of success or otherwise. This was a great advan to the 
solicitor, and he ought to make use of it. The solicitor branch could not 
get on without the tok or the bar, therefore the toast would be druuk 
with enthusiasm. 





regretted that tho (pest wasnot expressed in the terms, "The Profession of 
was not . e 
the Law.” It haa been the custom to propose “‘ The 
and the other branch of the profession separately. To him, perhaps more 
than to many present, it would seem more appropriate to respond to the 
toast. The son of a solicitor, the grandson a solicitor, with two 
brothers solicitors, and with one son at the bar and another articled to a 
solicitor and shortly to pass his examination, he might say that he felt a 
pride in the profession as a whole as much as he did with regard to that 
part to which he had been recently appointed. It. had been said his 
career had been spe nme pcg Ali he could say with regard to that was 
that it was a very s part of his career. There were those who thought 
that the whole — ng profession should form one portion and that the 
judges should chosen from a separate race. He knew not how that 
might be with different communities, and under different circumstances ; 
but he conceived that it was best as 1t is in our own land to stand to the 
old traditions and so to separate the duties of the profes. ion that it should 
be possible to choose from amongst the practitioners those who were t> 
judge between suitors, and that there should be the confidential adviser 
differing from him who was to advocste the case before the court. That 
was a matter which depended entirely upon circumstances, the idio- 
syncrasies of nations and of peoples. But one thing he was taught 
by his father was the tradition of honour to be borne alike from the 
humblest to the highest member of their great profession. And he 
believed it was a tradition which had been kept up, and that not merely 
amongat those who represented the actual practising branches, but amongst 
the old clerks, those who considered the clients’ interests as 
their own and the interests of their principals as their own. And that 
had been carried out, he believed, amongst articled clerks, managing 
clerks, and junior clerks throughout the whole profession. Occasionally 
the public rose in arms because one or two or three or four members had 
done wrong—black sheep in a profession numbering its thousands. But 
honour was the one thing they had been taught from first to last, and the 
one thing that they as a profession observed, he believed, thoroughly. One 
other thing his father had told him in his early days, and that was that he 
had never paid a cabman his proper fare in his life, by which, geaerous 
man as he was, he did not mean that he had ever given him anything 
under, but he said, ‘‘ There are two classes in this country who are paid by 
Act of Parliament. the solicitor and the cabman, and remuneration in each 
case is inadequate; but I will not be responsible for inadequately 
rewarding the ca"man.’’ He would not say more than this. The 
tradition, so far as cabmen were concerned, he thought he had carried 
out. Mr. Dowson had rmferred to the late Vice-Chance)lor Malios, and 
it would not be right on bis part to hear his name mentioned in 
any assembly without saying how he honoured ard revercnced him. 
He was not saying that anybody and ever) body was not entitled to say 
whatever he pleased about the jadges—they were public property. He 
had not the slightest doubt that those sgainst wnom adverse decisions 
were given would not think too well of them. Nowadays they g-nerally 
asked for leave at once, and they got leave as a matter of cource, and went 
straight off to the Court of Appeal. In the olden days it was very much 
more difficult. But what he wanted to say about Vice-Chancellor Malins 
was that, beside being the soul of honour and possessing an intense love 
of truth, he had a qualification which many of those on the bench might 
envy. Personally, asa young man, he (Mr. Justice Byrne) had received 
great encouragement when the Vice-Chancellor said eome kindly words 
when he occupied bis time, no doubt unnecessarily, over some unopposed 
tition or other, probably pres for coats between solicit .r and client 
nstead of being content with the ordioary costs. He was always kindly and 
always generous to young men, Having said that, he had not much more 
to say for the bench than this, that he thought there was a fair average all 
round. There was a high standard of honour all round, and all branches 
of the profession tried to act up to it. There was no country in the world 
where the profession cf the law was held in higher esteem than in 
England. That was because people believed that justice was done. 
He had been struck often with the absence of resentment, so far as he 
could tell, on the part of the crimiaal against the policeman or the magis- 
trate, and the absence of resentment agamet the judge, however wrongly 
the other side may think he has decided, if he thought he had bad a fair 
hearing. After all, their duty as advisers, their duty as advocates, and 
their daty as judges was the same. Let them try to do theirduty. Let 
them try to uct according to a code of very high honour, far higner than 
tbat which was considered neceesary in some branches of occupation—in 
many branches of occupation. Let them try to act up to that. Let them 
not boast themselves because they had done it, but let them be proud to 
think that they were held in such high esteem by the public. Something 
was said by one of the speakers about promotion to the Court of Appeal. 
That was so far appropriate to his branch of the profession rather than to 
the other branches. He begged to say that the duties of the judge of first 
instance were as responsible — more responsible—toecy were as 
difficult, aud probably more di cult, than the duties to be performed in 
another place, where the connection between the different branches of thelaw, 
the solicitors, the bar, and the bench, became more remote in the Court of 
Appeal, All he could say was that he ae. it would be a very bad day 
for them when there was any sort notion that was a 
romotion from one bench to another. It might be that some people 
ought it was a promotion to judge other people’s j.daments rather than 
to sit alone. His view was that each ion was equally 


The duties were the same, and to feel thas one had done one’s best and was 
doing one’s best was just as -atisfactory to a jadge who sat and beard 
solicitors in chambers on those Mondays which were really such bard days 
of work, and not only 
sometimes a little boy whoce head 


solicitors and barristers, but solicitors’ clerks, and 
hardly appeared above the table. 
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Mr. W. Ex1is Hums-Wiuuss, K.C., responded for the bar. They all 
worked hard, whether barristers or solicitors. Solicitors at any rate had 
the more varied duties. They required more tact, possibly more know- 
im ag of the world, certainly more patience, and sometimes he thought 

work gave them more trouble. It had been said that the attributes 
of success at the bar were loquacity and pugnacity. He had even heard 
it said that sometimes when barristers were called to the bench they did 
not always leave these qualities behind them The traditions of the bar 
were useful traditions ; they were the traditions of the whole profession 
of the law. They were traditions of honesty, traditions of upright dealing, 
traditions as evinced by an assemblage of this kind, of generosity and of 
kindliaess, and as Mr. Justice Byrne had said, these traditions 
should be adhered to in their integrity in the century in which we 
lived, because it should be observed that the of the lawyer 
was becoming daily of greater importance. One day he was fosterin 
one of those vast joint-stock schemes through which the comme 
enterprize of the time was usually expressed. The next day he was 
possibly sett'ing the laws of a conquered province. The third day he 
was listening to the woes or fighting the battles of a private client, and 
the next perhaps from his place in the Legislature he was humbly but 
strenuously doing his best to harass and embarrass the party to which he 
did not belong. But whatever his duties, there was no doubt in this age 
of progress the mark of the lawyer was to be found everywhere. It left 
its stamp upon every work of the age, and it would, to his mind, become 
of increasing importance as time passed, and as the commerce and trade 
of the country developed. In that work he was proud to think the bar 
took its share, and he believed that on the whole they did their work well. 

Mr. J. Grsson Youu. (Newcastle-on-Tyne) proposed ‘* The [Incorporated 
and other Law Societies in England and Wales.’’ In the course of his 
remarks he referred to the fact that book-keeping was no longer one of 
the essentials for passing the Intermediate Examination. He suggested 
for the consideration of the Incorporated Law Society that no man 
ought to be admitted to the solicitor branch of the profession unless 
he was well up in book-keeping. Having regard to the numerous actions 
in which they were engaged since the Companies Act of 1862 was passed, 
and having regard to the frequency with which they were consulted 
by clients as to whether or not they should invest their money in certain 
companies, solicitors cought to be able to understand accounts co that they 
might be in a position to advise them. And one of the most essential 
parts of their knowledge was that of accounts, whether the balance-sheet 
of the company was as it should be, whether the machinery and 
buildings were properly valued, whether the work and progress had been 

ly estimated, and various other items, they ought to have some kind 

of knowledge as to how.they should advise their clicnts. He would 

suggest also that every young man contemplating entering the profession 

as a solicitor should, if possible, be sent into a chartered accountant’s 

office or into a commercial office for twelve months before entering into 

The Incorporated Law Society had made its mark during tae 

last fifty years upon the legislation of the country. Turning to the other 

branch of his toast, the Law Societies of mn as and Wales, he seid that 

the ted Law Scciety had been greatly indebted to the provincial 
societies, who had done immense zervice to the profession. 

Mr. J. T. Doyze (president of the Manchester Incorporated Law 
Association) acknowledged the compliment. He said the solicitor was 
— best represented by the words of Wordsworth as the man who 

none to praise and very few to love, und they were not used to words 
either of love or praise. The public looked upon them as members 
of trades unions formed for the purpose of making two six-and- 
eightpences grow where only one existed before. From the time 
when Jack Oade should “kill all the lawyers”’ the public had had no 
sympathy with them. But he thought this arose to a great extent from 
of the work the solicitors performed. He was only what was 
called an “‘ extraordinary member” of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. He was atemporary member, one of the small body of men who 
were on the Council fora year only in virtue of their position as pre:idents 
of provincial law societies. It had been a revelation to him to see the 
amount of business that came before the Council and the swiftness and 
ability with which it was disposed of. The questions which came before the 
Council for decision were of all kinds and of all sorts of importance. They 
ranged from a question as to whether a solicitor could charge an extra 
for a paper attached to an affidavit and not marked as an exhibit 
to a Bill to amend the Settled Lands Act, and from the examination of 
candidates for the profession to the examination of unfortunate members 
with a view to their expulsion fom tne profession, and all theee duties fell 
to members of the profession who had to conduct large practices and who 
we to these duties an amount of time and labour which was really extra- 
ordinary. The value of their tervices if they were required by clients 
of their fellow members would be placed, and properly, 
at a bigh , and there experience of knowledge of professional 
we not be estimated in terms of cash payment. The 
law societies followed the footeteps of the London society as closely as 
possible. a one no statutory powers to look after the interests of the 
profession in own districts. All they asked of solicitors in return was 
they should recognize the im e ot belon to the law societies, 
either in their own district orin London. The public had no sympathy 
with solicitors; their views were not listened to by the gone political 
and there was nothing to be expected from an executive which kept 
at the re that was fixed at a time when a cow could be 
6s. 8d., W it continued to extract from them a tax which 

was levied for 


temporary ye age a hundred years ago. They must be 
combined. Association was only thing which could get for them a 
ae of their position as a learned profession 
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. One function 
of the societies, he thought, was most important. It was, as Mr, Justice 





Byrne had said, of great importance that in their daily practice, in the 
confidential and complicated matters which came before them, that 
should deal with them as men who recognized not only the mere rules of 
law, who had before their eyes not only the fear of penalties, but as men 
who were actuated in the course of professional conduct by a code of 
honour which was higher and wider than anything in the Solicitors Act or 
or the Stamp Act. It was that code of honour which the law societies 
sought to keep in force, but their success in that respect very largely 
depended upon every individual member of the profession. He pone the 
time would soon come when the only thing that a solicitor would have to 
fear would be that it should be said of him that he was guilty of conduct 
unworthy of a member of the Law Society. . : 

Mr. Roserr Cunurre (chairman of the board of directors) proposed 
the health of ‘‘ The Ohairman.’’ He referred to two letters which had 
been received, one from a gentleman whose se | had received assistance 
from the society to the amount of £300. He had sent a cheque for £1 
and had expressed the hope that he would pay the remaining £200 before 
the end of the year. The other letter was from anothor solicitor who said 
he had been left in very impecunious circumstances and that his mother 
had been assisted by the association. She had often expressed her 
gratitude, and he, having been an office boy and being now a solicitor, 
sent £1 1s, for subscription, and said he hoped to continue his connection 
with the society during the remainder of his life. These two facts shewed 
that the association was doing good work. 

The Cuarrman responded, and the proceedings terminated. 

During dessert a selection of music was very admirably rendered, under 
the direction of Mr. James A. Brown, by the following artistes: Miss 
Beatrice Ashton, Miss Lilian Gardner, Mr. James A. Brown, Mr. James 
Leyland, Mr. Arthur Barlow. Pianoforte, Mr. Sidney Hann, 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The eighty-fifth annual general court of the Law Association for the 
benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the Metropolis and Vicisity 
was held at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society on the 29th of May, 
the vice-president, Mr. Oharles Burt (in the absence of the Lord Obief 
Justice, the president), being in the chair. Amongst the members present 
were: Mr. T. Do! Bolton, M.P., Mr. Samuel J. Daw (treasurer), Mr. 
Foss, Mr. Peacock, . Pead, Mr. Ram, Mr. Toovey, Mr. Reader, Mr. 
L. OU. Eagleton, and others. 

The report of the board of directors stated that the funded property of 
the association now consists of the following investments—viz. : 





£ 8. d. 
Consols ... a past abe pan «- 23,000 0 0 
India 3 per cents... ne an .. 5,000 0 0 
India 3} per cents, ... oss 2,000 0 0 
Local Loans 3 per cent. Stock ss .- 1,500 0 0 
Great Indian Peninsula Railway Anuui'y 
Class B £179 1s. 1d. a ai ne 
Great Indian Peninsula Railway Guaranteed 
3 per cent. Stock ... ost ve » 660 0 0 
East Indian Railway Oompany Annuity 
Class B £307 13s. 9d. costing... «» 6837 0 0 
The receipts of the association are as follows: 
Dividends on the above investments 1,352 17 1 
Annual subscriptions ro ove 27119 0O 
Donations os oes it 1212 0 
Total receipts for the year 1,637 8 1 


Life subscriptions... : 5210 0 


The directors have distributed £587 amongst twelve members’ and £400 
amougst twenty-three non: members’ cases, making the total relief granted 
£987. Since the formation of the aseociation in 1817, the amount of selief 
granted to members and their families is £75,288, and to solicitors (nou- 
members) and their families, £14090, making a grand total of £89,378. 
During the past year, two annuitants have died, at the advanced ages of 
eighty-two and eighty-three; and there are now eleven annuitants, the 
widows or daughters of deceased members, three of whom are over e'ghty 
years of age, and three are over seventy. In all cases the applications for 
relief are carefully considered by the monthly board of directors, after 
the actual circumstances of the applicant have been investigated by the 
secretary; and the amount and method of payment of the grants 
are fixed to secure as far as possible the greatest benefit to the 
recipient. In many cases it is found better to spread the payments, 
making them quarterly or even monthly; this is particularly 
with “the aged, and distressing instances have come under the directors 
notice, where old annuitants have been overcharged and neglected, and 
otherwise imposed upon by persons with whom they resided. A further 
sum of £300 Local Loans Stock has been purchased.and added to the in- 
vestments previously held, and there remains a cash balance in band of 
£368 5s. 8d. towards the expenditure of the current year. With deep 
regret the directors have to report the deaths of the following members 0 
the association: Mr. Geo. L. Bristow, Mr. Hy. E. Burgess, Mr. Geo. L. 
Phipps Eyre, Mr. H. H. Hood Barrs, Mr. O. O. Humpbreys, Mr. J 
Senhen, Mr. W. B. Paterson, Mr. Hy. Verden, and Mr. Kk. Holmes 
White. Forty-two new members have joined the association during the 
past year, of whom five are life members. , 

The directors earnestly hope that the members will do their best to 
iaduce their friends to join the association. 





The Chairman, in referring to the report and balance-sheet for the past 
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—— 
year, pointed out that during tne year the directors had ex ed £987 in 
grants of relief to members and non-members’ cases, and dealt with 
all applications coming within the rules. The association was continuing 
todo good work, every case was carefully investigated, and the money 
sid out to the best advantage of those needing help. The association was 
jnavigorous and flourishing condition, forty-two new members ha 
vdected in the year, and £300 Local Loans Stock added to the fund 
of the asgociation. It was proposed to celebrate the Coronation 
year by an extra grant of £10 to all the annuitants. 
The treasurer, Mr. 8S. J. Daw, moved the adoption of the report, which 


duly carried. . 
The Lord Chief Justice was re-elected president, and the board and 
officers were appointed for the ensuing year. 








THE CITY OF LONDON AND COMPULSORY 
REGISTRATION OF TITLE. 


Ar the meeting of the Court of Common Council of the City of London on 
the 29th ult., a largely-signed petition by owners, lessees, and othera 
interested in land in the city was presented, praying the court to continue 
to use its best endeavours to prevent the introduction of the compulsory 
system of land registration into the city. The petition stated that further 

ience had been gained as to the working of the system of compulsory 
jand registration under the Land Transfer Act of 1897 since the council 
inquired into the subject in 1898, and decided that it was not expedient 
that registration should be made compulsory in the city. So far as the 

joners were aware, that further experience tended to confirm the 
conclusion at which the council then arrived. An assurance was given 
in 1897 that the Act would not be applied in the City of London against 
the wishes of the inhabitants, which had already been expressed adversely 
tothe application. The petitioners therefore asked the court to continue 
to use its best endeavours to prevent the introduction of the compulsory 
system of registration. 

Mr. E. Lez moved that the petition should be referred to the Law and 
City Courts Committee for them to deal with. 

Mr. W. H. Tuomas, in oc anagegy | the motion, said the Lord Chancellor 
was often described as being a friend of the city, but, if such was the 
case, the city might well ask to be saved from such friends. 

Mr. Burnett informed the court that the Act would offer no facility to 
land transfer, but, on the contrary, the cost would be increased. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The Law and City Courts Committee recommended that a petition 
should be presented by the corporation to the King in Council, praying 
that an order might be made excluding the city from the operation of the 
Act. On the show of hands the recommendation was adopted. 

pe meceting Town Olerk was instructed to sign the petition when it 
was ready. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Mrs. Sanau Janez Jackson, deceased.—Anyone having any knowledge 
of or being able to give any information concerning the Will (if any) of 
Mrs. Sarah Jane Jackson, late of Erin Villa, Putney, 8.W., widow, 
deceased, who died on the 8th day of February, 1902, is requested to com- 
_ ome Messrs. Hare & Co., of 139, Temple-chambers, Whitefriars, 

y Solicitors, 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLuTions, 

Crom, Dickinson and Cuartes Henry Kesteven, solicitors (Dickinson 
& Kesteven), 22 and 23, Laurence Pountney-lane, Cannon-street, London. 
May1. The undersigned Cecil Dickinson will continue to practise asa 
solicitor in partnersh P with George John Rollings Stubbs, at the above 
addrees, under the style or firm of Dickinson & Stubbs. 

Axravn James Livesey and ALsxanpgr Wriu1aM Ross, solicitors 
(Livesey & Ross), Manchester, and (A. M. Gibb & Co.) Southport. May 
Ni. [ Gazette, June 3. 





GENERAL, 


On Thursday, in one of the courts of the King’s Bench Division, says 
the Westminster Gazette, much amusement was causad when the jurymen 
were called owing to many names and Christian names being alike. The 
panel summoned numbered sixty-five, all hailing from the neighbourbood 

Hackney, and with the exception of three all were named Olark. Many 
answered to the various Ohristian names of Charleg, George, Henry, and 

, and in the end the associate was obliged 4o read out the precise 

of each before the jury box was filled for the first time. It 
contained eleven Clarks and one Olarkson; the remaining Clarks filled up 
the body of the court. 


Sir Julian E. Salomons, K.C., who is, says the Daily Chronicle, once 
more in London, must be the record-holder in the matter of vo 

Australia and England, He is one of the two ewish 

lawyers of Australia, the other being Sir Josiah Symon, the leader of the 

Opposition in the Commonwealth Senate. After marrying into a London 

Jewish family, he settled in Sydney, where he ra acquired a leading 

—- He served as Solicilor-General in the Governments of Sir John 

m and Sir Charles Cowper, and in 1886 he accepted the vacant 

Justiceship, But he held it for only twenty-four hours. He found 

the puisne judges 20 hostile to the appointment that he resigned, and 








assumed his place at the bar. During his last visit to London he acted as 
Agent-General for New South Wales. 

With reference to the approximate date when a Federal Patent and 
Trade-Marks Bill for the Australian Commonwealth will be passed, Mr 
R W. Barker, of the British and Foreign Patent and Trade-Mark Offices, 
56, Ludgate-hill, E.0., informs the Zimzes that the Australasian Institute 
of Patent Agents announce that no such Bill has yot been introduced, 
and, as far as the institute can ascertain, is not likely to be for some time. 
While, therefore, they are doing all they can to expedite matters and have 
only recently, by deputation to the Federal Attorney-General, urged 
immediate action con the passing of such an im t measure, 
they do not think it is at likely that such an Act be passed 
come into force before 1904. Meanwhile, it will be necessary for inventors 
and trade-mark owners to make, as heretofore, separate applications in 
the States of the Commonwealth. 

The report for 1901 of the Comptroller-General of Patents, Designs, and 
Trade-Marks, just issued, states that the receipts from patent fees were 
£210,187, an increase of £6,047 as compared with 1900; from fees, 
£3,432, an increase of £338 ; and from trade-mark fees, £10,506, a decrease 
of £493. The number of applications for patents received in 1901 was 
26,777, as compared with 23,924 in 1900. The total number of specifica- 
tions received was 34,399, an increase of 3,187, or 10:2 cent. As to 
inventions patented in 1900, the Comptroller states that the diminution in 
the number of specifications for that year is largely due to the continued 
decrease of inventions rela to cycles, but tue titles of the applications 
lodged in 1901 indicate a considerable revival of inventive activity in both 
cycles and motor cars during the latter half of last year. All the classes 
relating to electricity, except galvanic batteries;.shew an increase. Dis- 
cussing the directions of invention in 1901, the Comptroller says that last 
year the attention of inventors was specially directed, as to 1900, to the 
subject of election traction. The protection of the public from accidents 
cous dhoweh «, constants lnomean, eqpeaelld ¢p. Seats atte songelied 
cars shewed a considerable increase, as cars pro 
by oil motors. The eee triale of airships and ciaeatinn boats 
led to a number of applications for patents relating to thesesubjects. The 
Act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors to children, passed ia the 
last Session of Parliament, prescribed the use of ‘* corked and sealed 
receptacles’ by licensed victuallers, and toward the end of the year many 
applications were made for devices intended to comply with this require- 


ment. 

The two main subjects arranged for diecussion at the ensuing congress 
of the International Onion of Penal Law to be held in St. Petersburg 
from the 17th of September to the 22nd of this year, are, says 
the Times—(1) The importance to be attributed, in’ the domain of crimiaal 
law, to the psychological elements of crime, as contrasted with its material 
consequences ; (2) the reforms to be introduced into the sphere of pre- 
liminary examination and indictment in order to secure the greatest 
pees guarantees alike for individual liberty and for the discovery of 

Among the subjects of communications will be the question of 

rocedure in the case of offences and misdemeanour, and 
the questions of banishment, of the “white slave” traffic, 
and of the institution of conditional condemnation and _ its 
results. The Russian Government has placed at the disposal of 
the organizing committee the necessary funds for providing foreign 
members of the congress, up to the number of 150 persons, with first-class 
tickets for use on the Russian rail The Government further dis- 
penses all foreign members from the obligation of havin, 
examined and ed at Russian Coneulates, and‘ will 
with special certificates to be presented at the frontier on en 
territory. All those who desire to take part in the sh forward 
without delay to the bureau of es ( ve Section, Ministry 
of Justice, St. Petersburg) a di on of their intention, stating the 
name, nationality, religion, and position of the writer, and the itinerary 
which he pro to follow in Russia (including the names of the stations 
of arrival and departure on the frontier). 
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Warnine to Inrenpine Hovss Purcuassrs anp Lessazs.—Before 
— or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is ad 
have the Drains and Sanitary Amaqun pendently Tested and 
Reported -. For terms “pply to e Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, toria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel : Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1902. 
(Continued from p. 537.) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


(General List.) 
1901. 


In re The Registered Trade Marks, Nos 915, 916, and 31,837 of Mersrs 
Bass, Ratcliff, & Gretton, ld and Patents, Designs, &c, Acts appl of 
Bass, Ratcliff, & Gretton from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 
28,1901 December 5 

In re The Registered Trade Marks, Nos 2, 27,781, 31,839, 31,840, 43,808, 
43,809, and 53,995 of Messrs Bass, Ratcliff, & Gretton, ld, and Patents, 
&c Acts appl of Bass, Ratcliff, & Gretton, ld, from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 28, 1901 December 5 

Ia re Lewis ‘Thomas v Hedley Hedley v Thomas appl of M A Hedley 
& anr from order of Mr Justice Cozens-Hardy, dated Nov 7, 1901 
December 6 

Byrne v The Millom & Askam Hematite Iron Cold appl of pltff from 
order ot Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 20, 1901 December 6 

In re Martin Martin v Martin appl of deft from Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated Nov 19, 1901 December 9 

Brickwell v Gilbert appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Nov 22, 1901 December 10 

Brazier v Glasspool appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Nov 
27, 1901 (produce order) December 10 

In re Cabot Brisker v Cabot Oabotv Purnes appl of deft F P Cabot 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 4, 1901 (produce order— 
security ordered) December 11 

In re Ford Ford v Ford appl of pitff & anr from order of Mr. Justice 
Buckley, dated Nov 7, 1901 December 11 

— v Steel appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Keke vich, 

Dec 12, 1901 Lecember 17 

In re Hunt Leppard v Morgan Leppard v Pollard & Settled Land Acts 
appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Aug 5, 1901 
(produce order—eecurity ordered) December 17 

Rumney v The Kent Coal, Finance & Development Co ld appl of pltff 
from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Aug 2, 1901 (produce order) 
December 18 

In re The Oompanies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In re The Coolgardie Gold 
Fieldsld appl of E J Wickenden from order of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated Dec 12, 1901 December 20 

In re Huxtable Huxtable v Crawford appl of Attorney-General from 
order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Nov 22, 1901 December 28 

Bennett v Stone appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
Nov 13, 1901 December 31 = 

02. 


In re Mackenzie Bain vy Mackenzie appl of deft C L Macay from order 
of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Oct 25,1901 Jan 3 

In re Lewthwaite Braithwaite v Lewthwaite appl of deft J Lewthwaite 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Dec 10,1902 Jan 9 

Badham v Williams appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Jan 14,1902 Jan 21 

In re Miss A J Masterson, dec Trevanion v Dumas and ors appl of deft 
and ors from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Aug 6, 1901 Jan 28 

Ainsworth and ors v Wilding and ors appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated Aug 3,1901 Jan 28 

8 A M Gair (widow) v A Tolhurst & ors appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 7, 1901 Jan 29 

Wright v Oarter & ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Jan 21, 1902 (produce order) Jan 29 

Lewis v Bafico appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Nov 4,1901 Feb 3 

S0astian Ziana de Ferrant v The British Thompson Houston Co, 1d appl 
. # from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Jan 30, 1902 

The ——_ Illuminating Co, ld & aur v The United Alkali Oo, ld appl 
of pltfis from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 3, 1902 Feb 11 

Findlater v Newman opp! of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Feb 11,1902 Feb12 Same v Same appl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 11, 1902 March 12 

J W Green ld v Hill appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated Feb 10, 1902 (produce order) Feb 24 

Bottom v Lodge & Harper ld appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 

dated Feb 18, 1902 (produce order) Feb 28 


In re Day, dec Day v ~ appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Oozens-Hardy, dated July 2, 19 


March 1 
In re Orace Balfour vy Orace appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, 
dated Feb 10,1901 March 1 
In re John Scott, dec Langton v Scott appl of A Langton and ors from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 14, 1902 March 3 
Evans, Williams and ors v B and ors appl of defte from order of Mr 
Justice Byrne, dated Feb 12, 1902 March 
Patent Exploitation v Siemens Bros & Cold appl of pltffs from order of 
5 LN aegr ee ee) Jan 31,1902 Marc: 6 
oseph v Jo appl of pluf Morris trum order of Mr Ju tive Kekewich, 
dated Feet 1902 tgeodnen order) March 13 
& aur v Green appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 


= 

Kopp v Rosenwald appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Buckley, daty 
March 5, 1902 ( uce order) March 17 

In the Matter of the Registered Trade-Mark, No. 107,354 in Class %y 
A & A Orompton & Oo, ld, and In the Matter of the Patents, 
& Trade- Mark Acts, 1883 to 1888 appl of A Gran & ors from onde 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 6, 1902 arch 18 

In re Parkin Fisher v Parkio “ppl of deft D E Parker (an infant) fron 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 29, 1902 March 19 

In the Matter of the Oo’s Acts, 1862 to 1893, and In the Matter of Baneroj 
& Co, 1d appl of Messrs Harrison & Stead, Liquidators, from order ¢ 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 18, 1902 March 19 

Bickmore v Dimmer (Liverpool D R) appl of deft from order of Mr Justig 
Farwell, dated March 11, 1902 (produce order) March 24 

In re Alexander’s Trusts Alexander v Shuter 8p 1 of defts OC 8 Shute 
and anr from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 23, 19 

he oes dec Hodgs Braisby and l of def 

n re Jaques, dec on v Brai and ors appl of deft Annie 

from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 24, 1902 March 26 ? 

In re Letters Patent, No. 5,889 of 1897 and In re The Patents, &c, 
1883 to 1888 appl of petur J Crosfield & Sons ani anr from order gf 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated March 7, 1902 (produce order) March 27 

Stagg v The Medway (Upper) Navigation Co appl of pltff from orderg 
Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 14, 1902 March 27 


FROM THE KING’S BENOH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1901. 


Nigel Gold, &c, Co v Hoarde appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justig 
Mathew, dated July 26, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 7 

The Kingswell Steamship Cold v F W Marten appl of pltffs from judgt 
of Mr Justice Mathew, dated July 26, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 
Aug 7 

Neustadt v Lambert appl of deft from judgt Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
July 26, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 8 

Handby v Wolverhampton Race Course and Dunstall Park Club Oo Md 
appl of pltif from judgit of Mr Justice Darling, dated July 24, 1901, 
without jury, Stafford Aug 8 

Robinson Gold Mining OC» ld and ors v Alliancs Marine and General 
Assurance Co, ld appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimors, 
dated July 15, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 9 

O 8H A Dougherty v E Richards & Oo appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Darling, dated July 31, 1901, common jary, Middiesex Aug 9 

Ben Graham & ors (trading, &c) v The Commissioners of His Majesty's 
Works & Public Buildings appl of defts from judgt of the Lord Ohief 
Justice, dated Aug 6, 1901, and special jury, Leeds Aug 15 

Pearce v Greening appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
Aug 6, 1901, without jury, Exeter Aug 20 

Carter v Leyson appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
Aug 9, 1901, without jury, Birmingham Aug 22 

Ourtis & Cov Head appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
July 29, 1901, without Middlesex Aug 23 

The Steamship Oarisbrook Co ld v London & Provincial Marine & General 
Insce Cold appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated Aug 
7, 1901, without jury, Middlesex Aug 31 

Duon & ors v Donald Ourrie & Co & Bucknall Bros appl of defts 
Bucknall Bros from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated Aug 2, 190l, 
Middlesex Augi10 Sir William Dunn & ors v Donald Ourrie & Uo and 
ors appl of detts Donald Currie & Oo from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, 
dated Aug 2, 1901, without jury, Middlesex Sept 7 

Molineaux v The London, Birmingham & Manchester Insurance Oo ld 
appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Aug 6, 1901, 
without jury, Birmingham Sept 12 

The Long Eaton Recreation Grounds Cold v The Midland Railway Oo 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated Aug 12, 1901, 
non-jury, Derby Sept 16 

Ratcliff & Dealtry v A B Mendelesoha appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Mathew, dated Aug 7, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Sept 16 

Honikman v Stopford & ors appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, dated Aug 9, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Oct 9 

H F Van Laun & Cov Baring Brosld appl of pitff from judgt of Me 

Justice Bigham, dated July 3, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex ct 9 

Scott & Horton v Godfrey appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham 

(Commercial List), dated June 27, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Oct 23 

Bridgwater & Smith v Godfery appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 

Mathew (Commercial List), dated Aug 2,1901 Oct 23 

Wallis Chlorine Syndicate ld v American Alkali Oo ld appl of defts from 
jadgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated July 6, 1901, with special jury, 

middlesex Oct 23 - 

The Mayor, &c of Truro v Rowe appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 

Wills, dated Aug 10,1901 Oct 23 

Same v a spl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated Aug 


5, 
vee v Zanzibar Steamship Cold appl of pltff from judgt of Mr 
nrg Phillimore, dated July 15, 1901, without jury, Middlesex 
2 
Renton & Oo v Midland Railway Oo & ors (Railway and Canal Commission) 
app! of Midland Ry Oo from jade’ of Mc Justice Wright, Sir F. Peel, 
and Viscount Cobham, dated July 10, 1901 Oct 29 , 
Lloyds Bank ld v Gerard Moseley appl of deft from judgt of Mr. Justice 





Jan 28, 1902 ch 18 


Wills, dated Aug 6, 1901, without a jury, Bristol Oct 31 
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ore & Co. ld v Met Borough of Lewisham appl of defts from of 
Mr Justice Lawrance, dated Aug 12, 1901, without a jury, 


1 
munield Bank ld v Irvin & ora appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
, dated Nov 2, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 6 
Wyler v The Ibo Investment Trustld appl of pltff from j of Mr Justice 
alton, dated Oct 31, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 11 
Mayor of Westminster, applt v Edgcome, respt (Crown Side) appl of 
from order of The Lord Ohief Justice and Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
25,1901 Nov 12 
Ward Bros v James Hill & Sons appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wills, dated Aug 6, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 14 
The Electrolytic Plating Apparatus Co ld v Henry Holland Oo appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Nov 6, 1901, without a jury, 
Middlesex Nov 19 
Same v John Birch & Sons ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated Nov 6, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 19 
vOoates appl of deft from j - of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Nov 
7, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 21 
Temple, Thomeon & Clark v Runnalls appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham (Commercial Cause), dated Nov 5, 1901, without a jury, 
Middlesex Nov 23 
Trustee of G Mellor a bankrupt v Maas appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Jastice Wright, dated Nov 8, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 23 
Sykes v Ourtis & ors appl of G Murray (3rd party) from judgt of Mr 
Justice Ridley, dated Nov 19, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 26 
Spooner & anr v Day appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated Nov 21, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 28 
Holty Wren appl of E Holt, pltff, from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
, 1901, District Registry, Blackburn Nov 27 
Simon v Hillarn (trading, &c.) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ohannell, dated Nov 16, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Nov 30 
Qookev Payne appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Nov 
91, 1901, without a jury, Middleeex Nov 30 
Mills & Sparrow v The Atlantic Transport Oo ld appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Walton, dated Nov 18, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 
Nov 30 
Zimbler & anr v Abrahams appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, dated Nov 23, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex December 4 
Lewis vy Berkley & anr appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated Nov 16, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex December 5 
Basset vy Maudslay appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 
Nov 26, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex December 6 
Philip vy Bennett & Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated Nov 29, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex December 6 
Wileock v Greig appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Nov 29, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex December 6 
Inte an Arbitration between Lord Mostyn and F H Fitzsimmons appl 
of Lord Mostyn from order of Mr Justice Wright (special case), dated 
Nov 27,1901 December 11 
The Mutual Loan Fund Assoc ldv Friend appl of pltffs from judgt of 
<, _ Darling, dated Nov 30, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 
2 


Harris & Co v Davis & Oo,ld & anr appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated Dec 6, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex 13 
Wyatt v The London County Council appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
justice Wright, dated Dec 9, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex Dec 16 
Hanfstaengl v The British Mutoscope & Biograph Oo ld appl of pltff 
from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Dec 4, 1901, with a common 

jury, Middlesex Dec 19 
Green v Lydall & anr appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated Nov 29, 1901, without a jury, Middlesex (security ordered) Dec 20 
Hayv Veale appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated Dec 
18, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Dec 23 . 
Hawnt v Prust appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 
10, 1901, common jury, Middlesex Dec 30 
v Woodhouse appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated Dec 21, 1901, non-jury, Middlecex Dec 31 


1902. 


The Ecclesiastical Commissioners of England v The North Eastern Ry Co 
appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Dec 10, 1901, non- 
jury, Middlesex Jan 3 

Phillips & Ors v Williams appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated Dec 21, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Jan 

Granville & Oo vy Firth appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
dated Dec 12, 1901, common jury, Leeds Jan 3 

v Coronet Theatre ld appl of 4 from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated Dec 10, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Jan 3 
Randt Gold Mining Oo ld v The New Balkis Ersteling 1d appl of defts 
j r Justice Bucknill, dated Dec 20, 1901, non-jury, 
Middlesex Jan 8 


Kennedy v Davis appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
Dec 18, 1901, non- jury, Leeds Jan 8 
S8vSaxby appl of deft from j ue of Mr Justice Bruce, dated De> 
20, 1901, non-jury, Middlesex Jan 1 
v The Church Agency 1d & anr appl of defts from j of Mr 
ustice Walton, dated Nov 13, 1901, common j , Middlesex Jan 14 
Orr v Blake appl of deft from judgment of the Lord Ohief Justice 
and Justices Darling and Channell, dated Deo 19, 1901 Jan 16 
In re An Arbitration between Todd, Birleston & Co and the North 
Fasten Ry Oo a of Todd, Birieston & Oo from judgt of Mr 
,  Fustice Wright ( case), dated Dec 2, 1901 Jan 17 





Countess Essarts v Whinney appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated Jan 18, 1902, non-jury, Widdiscos Jan 25 

The voce Hmeeg (Informant) v The Hon. Henry John Baron 
Mon nue Side appl of deft from order Mr Justice Phillimore, 


dated Jan 15,1902 Jan 27 
Wakefield Corpn v Oooke & ors appl of defts from judgt of The Lord 
& Channell, dated Dec 16, 1901 


— Justice and Justices Darling 

an 28 

The Mayor & ors of the Borough of Southam vLord appl of deft from 
— Wright, dated Jan 16, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex 

an 

The British Oil Oake Mills ld (applts) v The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

(rospts) Revenue Side appl of applts from order of Mr Justice 
more, dated Jan 29, 1902 Jan 31 

Cheverton Brown v Brooke appl of deft from jndgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
dated Dec 17, 1902, non-jury, ‘eb 

In re an Arbitration between aoil & Co and L Gueret ld appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 29, 1902 Feb 4 

F Harrison & Oo v John Peterson & ors and Foster and McGowan v 
John Peterson & ors (consolidated) appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham, dated Jan 23,1902 Feb5 

Mexican Rosario Mining Co ld v Kennedy appl of deft from judgt of Mr 

Regt ee er teat 

pson v a ridge udgt of 

Mr Justice Wright, dated Nov 25, 1901, te a And Middlesex xe 

The Colour Printing Syndicate 1d v The Northern Press & Engineering 
Co ld appl of pl m Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 30, 1902, non- 
jury, Middlesex Feb 11 

= & anr v Hankey & aur Same v Same (consolidated) appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Jan 28, 1902, non-jary, 
Middlesex Feb 11 

The General Insce Oo 1d of Triesk vy The Neptune Steamship Insce Assoc 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Dec 17, 1901, non- 


jury, ex Feb 15 
Ursula Bright Steamship Co ld v R P Houston & Co & anr appl of 


tf from j of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Jan 13, 1902, non-jary, 
caster q ent given in London) Feb 17 
Ze & Oo & ors v Uraula ht Steamship Co ld appl of defts from 


ju of Mr Justice Ridley, Jan 13, 1902, non-jury, Lancaster 

(judgt given in London) Feb 17 
art, Beaton & Co v James Fisher & Sons & The West Hartlepool Steam 
avigation Co ld (3rd parties) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 

Bigham, dated Feb 10, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 19 

Capper, Alexander & Co v McLeod & anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr 

ustice Bigham, dated Feb 3, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 19 

Eskon v Lewis appl of pltff from F iey of Mr Justice Wright, dated Jan 
24, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex Feb 24 

Heath, Ada Maud (a married woman) v Wheeler, Percy York appl of 
pltff from judgt of Mr Justics Walton, dated Feb 10, 1902 (jury dis- 
c ) Feb 28 

The West Hartlepool Steam Navigation Oo ld v Tagart, Beaton & Co 
appl of pltffs from judge of Mr Justice Walton, dated Feb 24, 1902, 
non-jury, Middlesex Feb 28 

McDowall v The Great Western Ry Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated Feb 20, 1902, special jury, Haverfordwest (tur 


con in London) March 4 
The Attorney-Gen v The Rev Arthur Newton Johnson (Revenue Side) 
appl of informant from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Jan 15, 
March 5 


1902 
(Zo be continued.) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 
Trintry Srrrines, 1902. 

Crown Paprr. 

For Argument. 
London Vestry of St James and St John, Olerkenwell v Evans 
a tes case dismissal of claim under Metropolis Management Act, 
ome of London The King v Special Commissioners of Income Tax 


for mandamus to state case (ex parte Wilson & ors) 
v Dixon nisi for certiorari for Sheriffs 


T 


County of London The K 


inquisition (ex parte City & Great Northern Ry Co) 
Stafford Pearks, Guana, & Tee v Van me Magistrates case 


shire 
conviction under Sale of Food & Drugs Act, 1875 


Lowestoft ev Wren case dismissal of information 
under Public Health Act, 1875° 

Warwickshire, The King v H H Judge Whitehorne and 
Dryhurst nisi to hear appln for j t debtor’s sumns against Dry- 
hurst (expte Birmingham Industrial Co) 


Middlesex pod Me ba aalemnatage and Sanguinetti nisi to 


Jj to state case (expte Ransom 
Monmouthshire, Newport The King v H H Judge Owen and Robertson 
nisi to hear, &c, appln for compensation under W O Act, 1897 (expte 


Jenkins 
Grimsby pagill vJ & GA Ward ld Magistrates case conviction under 
statute 57 & 58 Vic, c 60, sec 376, sub-sec 1 (a) 
special und 12 ist i ee il - of a 
case er Vie, c gec tt of pauper = 
Surrey Wimbledon Urban District Council v Hastings Quarter Sessions 
special case respt’s appl Public Health Act 
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Mi Mayor, &c, of Liverpool v Jones & ors Magistrates 
case order for payment of arrears of poor rate 
Canterbury Fallease v Mayor, &c of Canterbury Magistrate’s case 


* conviction under Public Health Act, 1875 

Lancashire The King v Manchester Ship CanalOo nisi for mandamus to 
obey order of Mersey Oonservancy Commissioners (expte Mersey Con- 
servancy Commissioners) 

Devonshire The King v W Thorne, Esq and ors, Jj, &c nisi for 
mandamus to Jj to hear, &c informations v Amory and ora (expte 
Luxon) 

Merionethshire The King v W Davies, Esq and ors, Jj, &c nisi for 
mandamus to hear, &c appln for transfer of licence (expte Jones) 

Manchester Agnew v Mayor, &c of Manchester 

Essex Loach v Wanstead School Board 


Crviz Parsr. 
For Argument. 


Manchester District Registry Fletcher v Waters motion by pltff to set 
aside judgt directed to be entered by Edward Pollock, Esq, Official 
Referee 


Same Same vSame same 
Same SamevSame same 
In re an Arbitration between Ibo Trust ld and Isidore Wyler motion by 
Wyler to set aside award 
Mothersill & anr v Beilby motion to set aside award of special referee on 
on trial of action 
Berkshire, Newbury Stradling & anr vy Whitcombe Oounty Oourt deft’s 
appl from Judge Russell 
Monmouthshire, Monmouth Whitchurch Rural District Council v Wibby 
County Court deft’s appl from Judge Owen 
Same Ross Rural Council vSame same 
London Oampbell v Rogers Oounty Court deft’s appl from Judge 
Rentoul, KO 
Berkshire, Reading Walter v Yalden County Court deft’s appl from 
Judge Ruesell 
Surrey, Southwark Dunn v South-Eastern & Chatham Fy Co Oounty 
Court pltff’s appl from Judge Addison 
Nottinghamehire, Nottingham Crossland v Refuge Assce Co County 
Court defts’ appl from Judge Martineau 
Staffordshire, Stoke-up2n-Trent & Longton Mould v Kirkham County 
Court deft’s appl from Judge Mulholland 
— Timbrell & anr v Juta & Co Mayor’s Court defts’ appl from 
Recorder 
In re an Arbitration between Alphonse Rowland Wright (trading, &c) and 
Frederick Le Mare'and In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889 
mtn to set aside award 
Middlesex, Brompton Gracey v Inglis County Court pltff’s appl from 
Judge Stonor 
Middlesex, Westminster Smith v Malcolm County Court pltff’s appl 
from Judge Woodfall 


London Lund Bros & Oo v Harris & Rawlinson Mayor’s Court deft 


Rawliason’s appl from Common Serjeant 
Essex, Southen 
Court pltff's appl from Judge Atkinson 


Tu re an Abitration between Thomas Ginnis and Frank Sutton Hawthorn 


motion to set aside Arbitrator’s Award 


Suesex, Brighton Budd & Scott v Daniel County Court defts’ appeal 


from Judge Martineau 


Middlesex, Edmonton Brightmore v Baker County Court deft’s appl 


from Judge Atkinson 


London Torkington v Magee Mayor’s Court pltff’s appl from Common 


Serjeant 


Reitz v Battson & anr pltff’s appl from order of Official Referee for 


Judgment 


Hampshire, Lymington Smith v Buchanan & anr and by counter-claim 
Buchanan and anr v Smith County Court deft’s (on counter-claim) 


- from Judge Philbrick 


esex, Brentford Angles v Lee County Court pltff’s appl from 


Judge Shortt 


Tonkinson v Stainer & ors Point of Law under section 46 of Judicature 


Act, 1873 


Yorkshire, Doncaster Lambert & orsv Bone Oounty Court deft’s appl 


from Judge 


Radtord v Delmege, Reid & Co & anr defts motions to set aside award 


of Official Referee 
Surrey, Wandsworth Beckett Bros v Garton Hill Co & Shepherd 
Suseex, Brighton Cane v Willett & Wife 
Middlesex, Ulerkenwell Lawrence vy Hill & anr 
London Hamond v Coates 


Srecrat Oases anp Pornts or Law. 


For Hearing. 
The Mayor, &c, of Southwark v Provident Clerks, &c, Assoc 
The Mayor, &c, of Islington vy London School Board 


Mortons ror JuDGMENT. 


For Hearing. 
Arno v Trick & ors 


Dunlop Pnematic Tyre Co v Bourne 
Same v Jackson 
Same v Stevens 
Oovrr ror THE Constperation or Crown Cases Ruszrvap. 


For Judgmen 


Turkiewiez v Caplin Wisniewski v Caplin County 


=e 
Justice of England, Mr Justice Wright, Mr Justice Bruce, Mr J; 
Darling and Mr Justice Jelf) 
Revenve Parez. 
English Informations. 


Attorney-Gen v Arthur Stoner (for Decree by consent) 
Same v The Mayor, &c of Newcastle upon Tyne & aur 
Petition under Finance Act, 1894. 
Re H E M Davies, dec 
Special Case. 
R L Hunter (Suppliant) and The King 
Cases Stated. 
HH The Nizam, &c and Apthorpe (Surveyor of Taxes) part heard 
E L Browne and Furtado Gavares. &c) 
Hudson and Gribble (Surveyor, &c) 
Bell and Same 
Jackson and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
Speyer Bros and Same 

Opposed Motion. 


Attorney-Gen and B J Pollexfen Bastard 








THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALE3 OF THE ENSUING WEEE. 


June 9.—Mr, AtrrEp Ricuarps, at the Mart, at 2:—Old Southgate, Winchmore 
Palmer’s Green, and New Southgate: 600 Acres of ripe Freehold Building 
rs, Messrs, Lindo & Co, London. (See advertin. 


7) 
- E. Foster & Cranrigwp, at the Mart, at 2:—Wood Green: Kigit 
Leasehoid Ground-rent of £4 103. per annum; the gross inwm 
mou to £261 183; lease 79 years. Solicitor, A. Holte Macpherson, Eu, 
ior cortgation or levesieeeh. Brtetiog, Atk Ce Ete 
lor or _inves' citors, ; rla $q., ani 
Tickle, » London. (See advertisements, May 31, p. 23.) nar 
June 10.—Messrs. Cuinnocx, Gatswortuy, & Curxnock, at the Mart, at 2:—Freehill 
iy, situate in Neal-street. c'ose sce and Covent-garden 
embracing en area of about 5,140 square feet, having frontages on three sides 
consisting of nine shops and dwelling-houses, producing at present a rental of £8) 
| aw? ) Solicitor, A. Holte Macpherson, Esq., London, (See advertisemat, 
»D. 
June 10,—Messrs. Depznnam, Tewsox, Farmer, & Barpcewarer, at the Mart, at?:- 
East Barnet: Freehold Building Estates, i + acres, in an é: 
close to Onsieie peck and about a et 





quarter of a mile from New Barn 
to several ca) roads, Also a Freehold Ground-rent od 


tagu, Mileham, & Mon’ . Londo 

Berks: Five Freeho!d Building Sites, suitableix 
: of house: of a class, within a few minutes’ walk of Sw 
tation, and near to the Golf Links, Soliitors. Messrs. Eardley, Holt, & # 
London. ead: Freeho'd Family Residence, known as Westbrow, No. §, 
3; good tennis lawn, flower beds. gravel walks, in all about (a. Ir. 2p, 
of 124ft. Solicitor, Cecil F. J. Jennings, Esq., London. (See adver 
teements, May 31, p 2.) 
June 11,—Mesers, Baxter. Payne, & Lepper, at the Mart, at 2:—Beckenham, Kent: 4 

old Family Residence, near the Junction Station; let at £100 per antum. 
Solicitors, Messrs, Frere, Cholmeley, & Co,, London —Also a Leasehold Detach 
Residence; let at £115 per annum; situated close to railway station. Soliciton, 
Messrs. Brundrett, Randall, & Whitmore, London. (See advertisement, this we, 


_~ -m 
Jane 11.— Daniet Suitu, Son, & Oaxtey. at the Mart, at 2:—Ashdown Fore, 
Sussex: The attractive Freehold Residential Property, known as the Priory Estat, 
Forest-row, situated on high ground, immediately adjoining Ashdown Forest. Th 
property is one mile from Forest-row, and three miles from East Grinstead Statia 
on the LB. & 8&.C. Railway. Solicitors, Messrs, Keith & Humphries, London—- 
Ramsgate, Kent (suitable for occupation or development): A Freehold Property. 
occupying healthful situation on the Past , close to the sea, has a frontage of 
about 270 fest to Victoria-road and of 175 feet to Belle Vue-road, a building site suit 
able for immediate development. Solicitors, ra, Flint & Gardner, London. — 
fully-paid £5 Preference and 93 fully-paid £5 Ordinary Shares in the Auction Mart 


Co. (See advertise vents, May 31, p. 1.) 
the Mart, at 2:—Woking, Sarrey: Free 


June 11 —Mesers. Epwix Fox & Bousyigb, at 
Guildford road, within a few minutes’ walk of the Woking 


hold Pr , in the main 
ods about 2 acres, Solicitor, C. J. Elgie, Ba. 


Wi Hevteped South Ke : Five Freehold Town Houses, with Possessiot, 
situated within » few yards of the South Kensington Station. The Lease al 
Licenses of the Glendower Hotel, adjoining the property, and enjoying the sm 
advantages of position ; held on usderlease for 46 years unexpired at £600 per annum 
Solicitor, George B. Crook, Esq.. London. (Sea advertisements, May 31, p. 6.) 
Juae 1t.—Messrs. Dovetas Youna & Co., at the : F 
Toree Freehold Houses; let at £40 each. Islington: Three F " 
denc’s; letat £50 each. Hackney (held at a Segpesesea) : Three Dwelling Hom 
feet, tale tie a tke Gon oe ee ute 
‘owe! —_ n mi appro on 4 
The Freehold = 


1 of the important es known as 61, William-street, bey 
cirection of Messrs. Samuel Allsopp & Sons (Limited), who are removing tone 
offices in High Holl Jno, Holmes & Son, London, (i 


born. 
advertisements, May 31, p. 5.) 
June 11.—Messrs. Gzo. Hensenr & Co , at the Mart, at 2 :—Wood Green, N., 13 Freehold 
idences, rent £416 per annum; Six Freehold Plots on Westberry-avent 
Estate. Solicitors, Messrs. Baker & Simpson, London,—Lee, 8.E., Lancaster Howe: 
A semi-detached Id with vacant possession; rent value £52 
Solicitor, J, B. Pitman, Esq., London. Harrows Long Leasehold and 
Residence, value £65 per annum ; Freehold semi-detached Residence, let at £37 pet 
annum, Solicitors, Messrs. J. & E H. Galsworthy, London. — ‘ 
Res‘dence, close to Hyde Park ; rental £135 annum. Solicitors. Messrs. 1‘! 
Rogers, & Nevill, London.—Cheltenham : ersion to One-half Share of 
Fund, secured upon Freehold Property in Cheltenham ; value of £1,350, with policy, 
Solicitor, C. Witchell, Fsq.,Cheltenham. (See advertisements, this week, back pee) 
June 11,—Messrs. Wu. B. Nicuo.as & Co., at the Mart, at 1 : —Between 
Amersham, Residential Estate, known as Red Barn Farm, Coleshill 
ar of 1804 sores. Solicitors, Messrs. Parker & Sons, High Wycombe. ( 
vertisement, May 81, p. 6. 
im Watton t Lug, at the Mart, at 2:—Wiltshire: Freehold 


Sporting Estate known as Warneford. 
5) acres, and including a commodious 





The King v Plummer (c.a.v. May 10, 1902, 
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Park, Nelson, & Co., . lane ee ee bin known as Chariton 
Court So meee ¢ junbury, about one mile from pperton Station, com- 
ie fashioned residence, 16a. 3r. 15p. in all, two miles from the Thames 1 
Gap 20 miles from the ‘me polis, Messrs. Turnbull & 
fearborough. h.—Residential and Sporting Esta‘ 
a fine old manorial to Rent’ one alle ean Harrietsham Station on 
tern and Cha‘ Railway, seven miles from Maidstone, ten miles from 
Ashford, and forty-eight miles from London, over an area of acres. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Ward, Bowie, & Co., London.—Clev on, emg ag t 
tial Property, comprising a noble mansion, aan beautiful Salt- 
—_ Channel, and the Welsh Mountains only 20 minutes by 
licitors, Messrs, Meade-King & Son, Bristol. (See advertise- 
sal T. Moore, at the Mart, at 2:—Leyton: The Freehold Residenc3; 
ease £42 per vane Solicitors, Messrs, Shaen, Roscoe, & Oo. i 
jee an Mowe $00 1s per ome. 8 ict at 
London.— Hackney, N ouses and Shops, Triangle; £260 
a pon Solicitor, W,. Taylor, Eeq., London.—28 Dwelling Houses, producing 
38 Sh pe rey: r and Custom House. Solicitors, Messrs. R. & E. Bastara, 
—Hackney eholds; produciog £182 per annnm. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Kerly, ag & Verden, London. (See advertisements, May 31, p 9.) 
June 12.—Meests. DEBENHAM, Tzwson, Farmer, & Bripcewarer, at the Mart, at 2:— 
The Limes, Honor Oak : A commodious Freehold detached d ane Residence, 
with about j of an acre of grounds, within a few —— walk of Honor zoe, Honor 
, and Forest Hill Stations. Solicitors, Messrs, Emanuel & 
rapid a a at ane en een Wik 
minutes’ from mpton Co’ being leasure jawn, 
— beds, and borders ; kitchen and frui' ie -an-acre. 
B. Hargrave Peach, Esq , London.—Sutton, Preohold ¢ detached Residence with 
stabling for two horses SS of acre ands-half kaown as Summerford, Benhilton, 
about a mile from Su’ 6, ay and 8.0.B.); gardens nearly an acre and a- 
half, Solicitors, Messrs, E. C. Kilsby & Son, London.—Hyde Park: Two Town 
Residences (one with stabling) in this favourite district, near te: No. 
Westbourne-cr: scen' -» let at £185 per annum; No. 13, W 
¥, the adjoining double-fronted Residence, let at £185 
Mesrs. Hillman & Burt, Eastbourne. (See advertisemen 
12.—Mr. JoserH em, at the Mart, at 2:— 
within the City and County boundary, an “important Freehold and Manorial Property 
of bout 432 acres, including the Manor House. Solicitors, Messrs. 


London. (See a ertivemenh, May 31, p. 5. 
a Briuson & Sons, at the Riart, at 2:—Norbury, midway between 
Land. Freehold seven-roomed 


ey, oe and €roydon, Piot of Freehold a 
House, standing in its own grounds of = . 35p. Solicit Messrs, Paterson, 
& Sykes, London. — Freehold d — wn as Norfolk 
87, Howard-road, A e-green ; at £75 annum. 
f ‘Mesats. & Williams, Brightose “(Roe advertiounent, yal. p. 6.) 





Jone 18.—Meesrs. DanrEex Surtu, Son, & Xe. = at thé —— 2:—Staines, 
A Freehold Prope: aH situate on the Lendion-cond'; the 


, known as Shortwood House, 
Solicitors, Messrs, Ullithorne, Currey, & a Se London, 
noid, & Go, 


ay is about 550ft. 
ge ent-road : Freehold Gosunt -rents, emmy bedag per annum, 
; value £290 per annum. So » Crawley, Arnold, 
fin t (Bee advertisements, May 31, p. 1.) 
RESULT OF SALE, 


Mesws. H. E. Foster & Crayvizip's Periodical Sale No. 716, at the Mart, on Thursday 
last, was very successful, the total realized being £31, 295. The following are some of the 


obtsined :— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £3,557 — . Bold £1,300 

LIFE INTEREST in £1,159 New Jealand 4 cent. and Reversion- 
eh Life Interest in Share of another -“ © 1,330 

POLIC! 

Alliance, £2.000 ; life 58 we ie ow 1,360 
Clerical, Medical and General, £2,000 5 lifes9 =). ooo on te 1,200 
Royal Exchange, £1,000; life ooo ose eee oo gs 1,020 
Scottish Widows, =: life 3 on wie ove ose oe os 1,200 
Imperial, £1,000; life eee ove ou coo 570 
Scottish ‘Equitable, £1, +00; RRA? oh eke Son = 720 
Sun Life, £1,600; life 63 oe ee én a ae ae 745 
Alliance, £1,000 ; life 53 one ws ove see ie 840 
Norwich Union, £499; ” 67... on ove oe ois oo 440 
1,085 


Imperial. £1,800; life 7: sis de ee a @ 


Legal and General, £3, 0; life 50 . rm eee one -— = 1,400 
National Mutual, £500 ; life 89 eee cee its en a“ 7280 
a whee £526 ; life 4 oe ove oe mm. @ 750 
Law m and Crown, £499 ; life 89 ; ee age 705 
£20,000 DEBENT TURES in The Peiia Copper Mines (Limited) im ae 16,400 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Fripay, May 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limrrep 1x CHANCERY. 
Dz Wixtox, Spay for winding up 5 possentel May 28, directed to be heard at 
Bangor on 6 Owen, Gueeate tian, Ratan, for Davis, Colmore row, 
tolor for = hn Notice of sapessing must reach the above-named not later than 
6o’clock in the afternoon of June 6 
Ditworra's Pavers Vatve Borrte Co, Limirep—Petn for winding w ited May 
to be heard on June 10 Smith & Gresham ie 4 
{er petner Ntice cf cf appearing must reach the above-named not than 6 o’clock in 
so Cotp thang Lourep—Credgitora are required, on or before July 9, to send 
Dames and addresses, and the of their ebts or claims, to Wi James 
Weech, 70, Cornhill Dale & Uo, solors to liquidator 
Love & ee Saas, Luurep Creditors ome of te deb oF cans z to send their 
and addresses, an e culars 0! ts or to Sidney Cronk, 
43 and 44, Lombard at. Gibbe & Co, Eastchea; — J pay 
Mitcouusox & Co, Limrrey —Creditors are required, on ane oa Jue 90 to send their 


Dames and pm oh and the Taye of their debts or claims, to Cronk 
ae hed ——" ¢ yo ey he Lie Mi directed 
otirery Co, Limrrep - Petn for ay 2 re > 
a at Chester Castile, om June t 12, at 11 o’ velocke “Boydal " © Tapio, 2 
» 80) % 
oop Soe petaee ~ pe eae ing must rea e above-named n inter 


Taw anv Mote Vatixrs Dairy Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or pcg ty 
addresses, and the partieulase of of their debts or claims, 
‘on 
winding up, presented May S, Boast te bo dened 
solor for p Pads Not'ce of Appearing must reach the 


ert, Chanee 

° yelock in the afternoon of June 9 
Victoria 82a Waren Barus Co, Sours Suizivs, Limrrep—Creditors are required to send 
immediately names and “abrir tacimenrtertigy na 


their 
Thomas Vasey, 84, King st, South Shields 
‘ANONICORUM Watsr Co, er Papas = Tay are req 
as on —— 


or 
burn 
Saeusem, Morrat, & Co, oye sy “7 Blackett st, Newcastle u yf are 
req 30, to and siiciem, aot the particulars 
Moon iavemuas, 
Creditors are 


Roszrr Per. & 
and 


Warts, Tuomas Hewsy, Shaftes 


mM Tanta Guanen, Livery 
Cambrian pl, Swansea 


Assort, Axniz, Stanwix, Cumberland Ji EA ak 

Atcocs, Wituiam Orrer, 

Bartey, Roperr Gnenene 8t John’s Wool , *, 17 Smith, jae, Batheaston 
May 3) Gilling, Harrogate 


mL, Lett 
Borasineuam, Witu14m Dux ‘Ghendle aa 
Bostoox, Rosertr Leiex, » May 8t & 
& Co, Old Broad st 
_ 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep toe eee 


Bacor eens ee ee on or before Aug 1, to send 
their names and add vot tie dsb or claims, to Augustus 
Alexander aber Bowel aeits 290, ‘De wood House, New Broad st 

GaresHeap Exxcrric ayp Mecuanicat Surrty Co, Liutrep—Oreditors are required, on 
or before June 24, to send their names and aud the particulars of their debts 


addresses, 
a Williams Thane Price, 21, Collingwood st, Newcastle upon Tyne. Swin- 
s Gateshead solor for liquidator uidator “ _ Q 


on or before June send their names 
or claims, to Fred Bowman Taylor. Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon 


yp ene ee L Ir Luna Works, Harputhey, Ulectrical Engineers 
MITED, . - 
uired, on or before July 12, to send their names and and the 
ort their daben ot claims, to Eimest Hall, 6, John Dalton st, Manch: ser 

& “Manchester. solors to liquidat 
, LimitED—Creditors are are required, on or before ay 15, to send their 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas William 


names 
Handley, 44, Booth Mander 
Waseon Ataaieunr ieee Creditors are required, on on of before July 9, to send, their 


"Wymccee td adress: and the parelate of tuo debly of lit James Da 
qopeee Some, ¢, Ul, Ne upon Tyne, Pybus & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors 


w. Pinene & Co, Luursp, Blaydon Saw Mills, Blaydon on ry ~ are 


required, on or before June 30, to oa Gan 
of theie debts or claims, to Dickinson & Co, Grainger st West, Newcastle on Tyne, 


solors for liquidators 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London sag Pa May 23. 
poy Victualler July1 Webb v Waits, or 
against Frederick Webb and ‘ames Storey, as executors of the said deceased 
Farwell, J Pownall & Co, 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 30, 


a Seem, Oltep ann, Banay Goats Dealer June 25 Diettrich v Brager, Farwell 


Osbors, Go Stablekeeper June 30 Rees v Pike, Joyce,J Lewis 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London agrees May 16, 


oe Diet, Ilford 


Bagker, THomas Dt ee =} Scotton, nr 
Bryson, Henry, Shepherd’s Bush July 1 & Morgan, Somerset at, Portman sq 
eae, Bamvzn Wine Hucknall under Huthwalte, Notts, Hosiery June 


btn wat June 12 Lea, Ecol: 


3nowN, Many HELEN, 
snown, THomas, Ulverston, 








, and Betdpart, notes foc tneddenes 


Camppeit, Jonx MoGrecon, New 


church st 

Crarkz, Jonx, Liverpool, tor ey Burroughs. 

Coss, ‘ARNOLD Pix, Craven Hill gans June 80 Janson "x On Collage hill 
Cottier, Henay Cuanes, Dartmouth, Hotel 


ieee Jackson, ae, game 184 

Dona.p, THomas, 

Dvyerr, Mary, 

Evans, Henry, Penarth, Glam, Plo: 

a sau S Copoceea 
OODYEAR, WILLIAM, 

Gray, GwENLuIAN, Gaeditt 

Griuxs, Joszern, 

Happock, Juuia Isapauia, 

Hanzis, Hazaier, 


Wasp, Epwanrp, Gt Yarmouth | June 27 
Jouxson, Roper, 

Kersey, Groner, No 
Kersry, Janz Graoz, Norwich June 30 W 
Lampert, Many Bxiza, Leeds June 30 
Lz, EvizaseTs, Market Rasen, Lincs, 


Mape.ey, Farpericx, Burton on Trent, Chartered Accountant 
on Trent 

Manrspen, Joun, & 

Marruewman, Jox 


Moaa, Many, Bath June 19 Stone & Oo, Bath 
Ne sox, Hargett Aveusta, Bath June 19 Stone & Co, Bat 
Osporxe, ALcrrnon James Pascosz, Cambridge, Boot Dealer = 30 RO &8 Burrows, 


BuLuxns, /axxs, Pach Piachbeak, Lancs, Mille Ieee Mile Mie May 8 Catthrop 


7 PHROSSEL, 


. ‘Kensington 81 
——a May i, Burnie & Co, Fe July $1 Keddey & Co, Fen- 
Proprietor June2t Guscotte & Oo, Essex 
Sac a 
Old sq, Lincoln’ 
Sa eer oan 
st June nat Lard, Manchester 
Robinson, Birmingham 


Keeper J 
Scale & Davies, Manet 
Builder Panny | Jones & Son, or, Colchester 


Hanvey, Exvizasers, Sheffield Ju ne® Vickers & 
ge Groner | Danny, West Yorks, , J a Sl Hart, Scarborough 
AMES, ALFRED BARTLETT PR —. — 


‘une 18 Johnson, Bradford 
Sotisiters Clerk June 30 Watson, Norwich 
Norwich 


alg La 
Fishmonger Junel7 Frearson & Rainey, Market 
July 1 Dunicliffe, 


yo avy eA $ house Keeper = 2 gt Pi Coward, 


Deven © Seam, Wesmeeth 


Cambri: 
ym —, Jour. Reoutwor, Ss oe 7 — <4 
WEN, Davip, June 
Pans, HaRgIEtTrs, a ag lunter & Haynes sq, > inn 
Saneaee, eeqeeeraen, ie ea Bochan Pinte June 18 Parnaby, 


Prapen, Cuartorrs, Margate June 10 
2, | Pururrs, GrorcE ing Monks Eleigh, 


 ) —— June 16 Phillips, 


*T aie Tromas Oa Fitzroy sq Jane 30 Ramsden & yeah st 
Bawnpat1, Joun Davis, Wa’ thamstow June 16 .Cook & Bilis, 
Rawoirre, Ricwa Blackpool, Ja July 1 

June 2 Lee, Aore 


JOHOFIELD, CHABLES 
& Harvey, ng 





Tors, Jaurs, York, Grocer July 1 Dent & py hey York 
Unxpzrwoop, Jonn, Talent et June 10 ae 
Wartow, . Izaak, Tea Dealer 


une 30 Lickorish & Oo, Queen 
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Witt, Doriet May 26 
Wriuiams, Axx, 
Wratistaw, Matipa, Rome June 25 

London Gasette,—Turspay, May 


Aston, Grorcz Lytre.tox, Cheltenham June 30 Ley & 


7 


BramMuat., Apert, Liverpool June7 

Bray.ey, Joszpa WeEp.axt, Chariton cres, Isli 
Bussey, RicuarD, Southeea, Butcher June 30 
Cuaytow, Sanina Isape.ua, Sheffield June 30 





Rodgers Sheffield 
Frovixes, James Hassatt. and Mary Susannan Frovutxkes, Grestord, Denbigh July 1 


Allington & Co, W: 


rexhsam 
Hoes, Sa sla, Lombard st, Solicitor June 30 Holmes & Son, Olement’s 
Sousa Isaac, Chatteris,Grocer July 1 Ruston. Chatteris, Cambs 
ax 


Kirconenman, Lixrorp Moors, Halifax June 24 Farrar, 
LayLanD, Wit, Wigan, Blacksmith June 28 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.~Tunspay, May 27, 
ADJUDICATIONS., 


Axper30n, Joun Wison, Bingley, Painter Bradford Pet 
May 24 Ord May 24 
eg sateen, Ipswich, Builder Ipswich Pet May 22 Ord 


y. 
Baxer, Epwarp, “pry Athletic Outfitter Windsor 
Pet May 2i Ord May 21 
Bateman, Joun Kemeys, Tesqeeg. Licensed Viztua'ler 
Exeter Pet April 80 Ord May 23 
Barren, James, Ebbw Vale, — Greengrocer Tredegar 
May 23 Ord May uw - 
Birmore, Jonx Witu1am, Troro, Plumber Truro Pet May 
24 Ord May 24 
Buakey, conan fasts, Cs - ed Coach Proprietor Leeds 
Pet April 2: Ord M 
Burcess, Henry Wain ‘Thame, Oxford Tobacconist 
aylesbury Pet May6 Ord M: 
Burrerriztp, Grorce 2 ae AY Dunstan, ae Shoe- 
m Lincoin Pet May 24 Ord May 
Cuicrett, Wittiam Henry, Phenix st, "Zeon Town, 
—— Traveller High Cour Pet May 22 Ord 


y 22 
Coorer, Hensert Peesits 5 Mansfield, Notts Nottingham 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Craur, Grorcz Harry, Shepshed. ta Boot Retaiier 
Lei Pet May 24 Ord May 24 


aes” Atrrep Joux, North =e Leicester 
Pet May 22 Ord Ma 
Daa’ . Glee Bethnal hy High Court Pet 
Mayi16 Ord Ma 


Davy, = Seefeld, F Fish Desler Sheffizid Pet May 23 


y 
Epwarps Cuar.es Epwiy, Leicester sq. Music Hall Artiste 
High Court Pet May5 Ord May 24 


Evauisu, Grorcz, and Grorcr avune Surbiton, Brick 
Merchants ‘et May1 Ord May 23 
Gaassy, CHARLES Epwarp, Labourer Leeds 


Pet May 23 Ord May 23 
Grimes, ALICE, oe Warwick Birmingham Pet 


e April = Ord Ma 4 
ROBE, BRMANN + l, Hotel rietor 
Li Pet May 16 ty mht 
Hasraam, ae, — Bricklayer Barnsley Pet 
May 22 O:d May 22 
Hasziss, Witiiam (Joseru, Osledonian rd, King’s Cross, 
Greengroe-r High “ourt Pet May 16 "Ord May 22 
Hemixoway, Exwest, Chape! Allerton Sr i Commissi.n 
Agent Leeds Pet May 23 Ord May 
a oe Te, ae Lampenr, 
‘w er. ts Kiogston u 
3 Hult Pet on 7s Ord May 22 - ons 
ACKSON, WILLIAM pote vonport, Batcher Plymcuth 
Pet May 23 Ord May ” _ 
Littey, WALTER St egy Forest Gate High Court Pet 
= April 21 a ng > 
IDDLETON, WILLIaM ay B row, —— Pro- 
mo Court Pet Feb i Osa she 2 
Owes, Ropert Huan, Portsatos, Baker Portmadoe Pet 
May 24 Ord May 24 
Fase, Water Marzett, Wisbech St Peter, Isle of Ely. 
Hairdresser King’s Lyon Pet May 2 


May 21 
Pickizs, aoemes, Eetehler, Yorks, Saddler Bradford 
on a, BE 
1CK MUND, Lieoaes Slaughterman Bristol 
Pot May 1 butkys 
as ond, Huser, Builder Edmonton Pet 
ay 
Saxpegs, Suma Jaye, Aston, Birmingham Birmingham 
s a 16 Ord J 23 
HORT, Jonx, Dudley, » Labo Dudl Pet 
May 22 Ord May 22 _— i 
Storer Henny, Umberston si Spegeeda rd, Baker 
High Court Pet Aprils O 
Srangow. Ciemenr, City rd, Hatter lich Cart Pet May 
T - Ton 74 port, wport 
‘ampy, THomas, New, Greengrocer Ni 
Mon Pet May 21 Ord May 23 *# - 
Witsox, Haney, "ruxtord, Notts, Grocer Linccln Pet 
May6 Ord May 17 
Wvatt, Jonxs Wi11am, Burton on Trent 


B y 
Trent Pet May5 Ord May 23 — 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, May 80, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AGan, Gronce yrs, and Ropzrr efor 
_erove, ‘Tailors "aligh Vout 


Pet May 10 Ord May 27 


Shilliogstone, Creech, Sturminster Newton, Dorsat 
Wan ENJAMIN, Sane Fens June 30 Hawker, Tower Bridge : 
La A Winchester haiy i “Tr sire Winchester 
a GNES, y, arner 
Wiruasms, Lavea A 


Co, Cheltenham 
Bateman, Mary Ance.ixa, Croydon June 17 es Sons, Nottingham 
Harst, Mancherter 


Johnson, Wigan 


Mason, Wittiam, High Lanes, 
Mavnp' 
Novem, King Ed 
OBL EXNRY, 
20. "Woodroffe, 


Wiuams, Mary, 
ieee oY 5 the 
ca & Wing 














Anprew, Joux, and Witu1am Anpzew, Oldham, Grocers 
Oldham Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Baiwey, Wit.t1am Briext, a Grocer Birming- 
ham Pet May 26 

Cae ed teams Croydon, Feniterer Croydon Pet May 


Cam, Saaaw Lewis, Rotherham Sheffield Pet May 
27 Ord May 27 


Coczrse Rapa hae and Hersert James JENKIN. 
Fey ony Cornwall, Buildess Truro Pet May 28 

CRAVEN, ill fy Ripon, Yorks, Contage Bailder 
Northallerton Pet May 24 Ord May 

Desnett. ALBERT JouN, — Dosstee High Court 
Pet May 26 Ord Ma 

Dowsss, James, Wandenort, Job Master Wandsworth 
Pet May 2 Ord May 27 

Eanysuaw, Josern, Sandiacre, Derby, Builder Derby 
Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Evans, Davip, Aberbargoed, Carpenter Tredegar Pet 
Ma Ord May 27 

Gistix, Parzick James, Liverpool, Licessed Victualler 
Liverpool Pet May 15 O:d May 27 


Go.princ, Franois, ton upon Hull, Advertiseme at 


Savane Kingston upon Hull Pet May 27 Ord 

s 

Maas, Gzorce Wasuinaton, Bramley, Paiater Leeds 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Hat, Sropamer, Ellel, tan, Builder Preston Pet May 
8 Ord May 27 

Haxzgison Jonn WIuiam, 


Kingston upon Hull, 
Baker pRngsten we sail Pet May 27 Ord May 27 


Harvey, Wituiamu a Builder 

Thenam, Maes, het May A Lvecpot 
1GHAM, Henry, Lincs, Butcher Liverpoo! 
Pet May 16 ‘Ord Ord May 27 : 


Hosse.i Minx, 
Owner Sheffield 


Masbrough wey » eee Beat 
Pet May 2 28 May 28 
Hupsox, WiLu1amM a. 


Grole Dealer Leicester 


Pet May 26 npg, Fn 

Seemieten. ae pg verpool, Baker Liverpool Pet 
May 26 Ord May 26 

Jacksox, Lawkexce Henry, Seltenheet, Butcher 
Windsor Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


Jotty. WautTsr Preston, Butcher Preston Pet May 26 
Ord Ma 


y 26 

Jorpox, WiLL1AM ALPHEUS, Rettiaghem, Printer Notting- 
ham Pet Msy27 Ord Way 27 

Jupcz, Feesmay Wrii.iam, Stone, nr Dartford, Carman 
Rochester May 26 Ord May 26 

a ena King st, St James's, Fine Art 

— Court Pet May1 Ord May 28 

Levesawese, ILLIAM MARSHALL, Gt > Pastry 
Cook Gt Yarmwth Pet May 27 Ord May 

Loosex, Gustav, Shaftesbury av High Court Pet April 
80 Ord May 28 

Mas.ey, Tuomas, Winsford Cheshire, Provision Dealer 
Crewe Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Masxe.t, Henry, Hatfield Broad Oak, Essex, Organist 
Chelmeford Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

p Seclay Dealer 


Measures, WALTER ty mee Chester 
Mixeusxett, Wiri1am Joux, Wheal acts E ae tock, 
Farmer Plymouth Pet 


—_-~y 


Chesterfield Pet May 27 Ord May 2 
27 Ord 


Parker, Witt14mM Heney, Barrow Bridge, Batn, Fitter 
Bolton Pet May27 Ord M = 27 

ParknugsT. Francis, Blacksmith Brighton 
Pet May 28 Ord Mav 23 


~~ Joun a we Wrooet, Lincs, Farmer Sheffield 


‘et May 26 
et 4SQUITH, b, Pumber Scarborough 
Midd'eham. 


May 26 Ord Me 
Roanteze, Tuomas , A Lanpspowsg, 
Northallerton Pet May 2t Ord May 24 

Roczrs, Atrrep. Cheadle, Staffe, Watchmaker Stoke upon 
Trent Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Scorr Joux eT ~y Sunderland, Cab Proprietor 
Sunderland Pet May ‘L Ord May 27 

Tuextox, tn Windermere, G.ccer Kendal Pet 

May 26 Ord May 26 


Tickis, Gitesrr Youno, Fresbfield, Lancs, Saw Mill 
or Liv Pet May 28 Ord Way 28 
TaurstTon, WILiiaM, Poe Smackowner 
Yar Pet Ma: Ord May 27 


Watise Tuomas Gt at, King’s Cross, Tnsurance 
4gent High Court Pet May 28 O-d May 28 

Waseee, Groner, Pontardalais, G! Labourer Swansea 

W. ay Am God May Whiston, n y Rebatom, F ks 
ALTON ROE RY orks, 
Grocer Sheffield Pet May 27° Ord May 2 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
nae yess pe a A 
Pzansox, Wit11am, Bivershill, Serety, 
ire, Commission Agent Manchester P Pet May 





——= 
Mansonisayus, Frances Aung, Torquay June 20 aiaged & Pemberton, Storey'sgu, 
Westminster 


oy tee, | 
Brproca, Sse, Herts Jui 
ouN Francis Lancan, Newport, 
ward wi 


Gt Dover st, Southwark 
Oarss, Cuanuas’ Grorcez, Leeds, tay atLaw July .. Ra & Co, Leeds 
Prprsr, James, Hast Retford, Ni 
Paior, Benjamin, Leighton, Hants, 
Ry.anp, Jouy —_ ag N, Warstock 


Veaez, Rev Henry, Boscombe 
Weszsr, Louis, Bracknell, aaa June 80 Sargeant & Haye, Wok: 


Hon Winuax Irvine, 8t 


—., 


Bricklayer June 14 Les, Hocleshall 
Ellis & Co, College hi! 
Doctor Juns 18 ent New Ma 
Bridge rd, Engineer June 17 4} 
Railway Platelayer 7 Mee & Oo, Retlon 
‘armer ‘aly 14 "duany un & Sons, Hu 
ham June 80 Bannett, B 


ur Birming 
oa June 30 Derham, Duncan ter Sawsrivge. Mary Aynez, Lavender gdus, Clapham Oommon June 10 Rothera & Boy, 
mn Sie st tsi 8 a tee Ww: St Joho’s Penistone, Yorks, B: Joly 14 Dransiei 
ToNES THomas WIx1Is, ohv’s Penistone, Yor! rewer Jaly 
bf Penistone, nr Sheffield ‘ 


June 16 Metca'fe & Co, Raymond Mio, Gray’s ina 
am 

June 20 Jackson & a Middlesbrough 

nr Melbourne, Victoria Jumy 


wi 
WRIGHT, oe Write Beike, Ste Staffs, Grocer June12 Holliashead, Tunstall 


Amended notices, substituted for those published in 
the London Gazette of May 27: 


Broapgiss, SamugL ey ——- Baker Newport, 
Mo1 Pet May 24 Ord Va: 
war Joun, Sheffield, Fish Decler Sheffiell Pet May 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Acar, Gzorcs Vincent, and Rosear Soruery, 
mans, Westbourne grove, Tailors June 10 at 23) 


ae y bidgs, Carey st 
Anpesson, Jonn WILS0N, Bingley, Painter Juce 6 at i 
Of 81, Manor row, Bradfor 
Anstey, Hucu Wittiam Urmaton, Butcher Jun: 6 ati3) 
Rec, syrom rely Manchester 
Avis, ARTHUR, Tgewie Builder Juneéatilt Off By 
36, 28 


wich 
Baxes Epwarp, Mailenhead, Athletic Outfitter Jum 
9at3 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
BanNIsTEB, CHARLES, Burnley Juneéat230 Off Be, 
. Chapel st Preston 
Bassitty 1 ep ay Antuur, Gt Grimsby, Butcher Junetat 
il Rec. 15, Osborne st, os Grimsby 
Bg.u Ri. Joun, Tredegar, Draper June 6 atl2 13, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfl 
Binmore Jonny WILLIAM, aan Plumber June 9a 
Off Rec, Boscawen st, Tru 
Brown, Faepegick James, Thirsk, Yorks, Temperann 
otel Proprietor June 16 at 11.80 Court Honse, 
alierson 
Dennett, ALBEgt Joun, Brixton, Decorator June iat 


12 Bankra blags, O.rey st 
Ay ae = g, Giam, Boot Dealer Junsdat 


Dossins, GEORGE, 
12.80 117, St Mary st, Cardiff? 

Duream, Watrze, and iy Cara Duanaw, Oardiiff Juned 
at 12 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

GisB Water, West Kirby June 9 at 12 Off Res, 3), 

Victoria st, Liver; 


T 


GouprinG, Francis, Kiogston upon Hull, Advertisemat — 


Canvasser June 6 at 1t Off Reo, Trinity Housel, 


Hull 

Grassy, CuarnLes Epwarp, Leeile, Farm Labourer Jum 
6at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hatey, Gzorez Wasuixeton, Bramley. Leeds, Painter 
June 6at12 Off Rec, 22, vark row, Leeds 

Haxcook, Hersert Ouan.es, Derby, Tobacconist June 
at 230 Off Rec, 47, Full st, en fl 

Haepuam, Hapeison, Barasley, Brictlaysr Juneé at 105) 
Off Rec, Regent st, Barasiey 

Hemincway, Eenzst, Chapel ‘lerton, Leeds, Commission 
Agent June 6at 1130 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Lexis 

Hupsoy, oe Hewry, Leicester, Csc'e Dealer Juaeé 
at 12. ff Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

JongEs, dl. AYLMER, Gosport, Hants Juneé at3 Of 

Cambridge junc, Portsmouth 

Jupe@x, Fereman Gacenen. Stone, nr Dartford, Carma 
Jane 16at1215 115 High st. Rochester 

Lewis, THomas, elly, Ironmonger June 10 atil Of 
Re ,174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

MILLEn, Fuxpunicr Guozcz, and Wiiuie James Miciss, 

ers June 6 at 2.30 Coles & 
Bese le rd, Eastbource 

M1118, is Auicn Decby, Upholsterer June 6 at 11 Off Rec, 

47, Ful 


Owen, aed Hoon, Portmidoc Baker June 10 at! 
Qusen’s Hotel, Blaenau Festiniog 
Parg, WaLTeR Magretr, Wisdech Saint Peter, Isle of Bly, 
Cant silign, Haleteemee June 6 at 1 Off Reo, 8, King 
lor’ 
punta Lig = wane, Bolton, Fitter June7 at 11 Of 
Parkuusst, Francis, —-, Blacksmith June 19 at 
12,80 Off Reo, 4. Pavi bldgs, Brighton 
Suorr, psoas Dudley ad June 6 at 11 Of Bes, 
‘lverhampton st, Dud 
Sparrow, CLEMENT, en 9 ie Jane 1iat12 Bank 
ruptcy of 
Waicxt, te eg ‘Barnsley, Draper June 6 at ll 
” 


ADJUDICATION, 


Baitey, Wiiu1am Brian, 1 Grocer Birm- 
ingham Pet May 26 Ord 
BiLacksury, oo all Henay, Westborough, Dewsbury, 
De Pet April 19 Ord May 21 
Currorp, Haray ‘leon Rotherham, Yorks, (Grocet 
Sheffield Pet tod Hi Ord May 27 
Cooxina, Bauru sanaae, one =~ James aye 
Rewauay, Corn: Pet May # 
Ord May 28 
Conpwxtt, Onances Mark, Catford, Blacksmith Croydon 
Pet April16 Ord May 26 
Coreen, goamua Twoxs, Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet 


Truro 





Ord May 25 


Gun, a. 
Northallerton Pet 






: 7 


ar, "0. 


Ripoa, Builds 
Pot Mapas” Onl May 20 ei 


2 190% 


Eccleshaly 


» New 
ine 17 Me 


Gray's ing 


sonal 
tora Jun t 


ublished in 


cer Newport, 
Pet Mayy 
BN, Chepator 
e 10 at 23) 
‘ace 6 at 
U03 6 at 23) 
L Off Bey 
ltter Jum 
) Off Bes, 
or June Vat 
atl2 1%, 
une 9 at 12 


om perane, 
irt House, 


June 10st 
Tune 9 a 
® Jury | 
F Res, 35, 


rtisement 
House la, 


‘er Jum | 

, Painter 
Funes 

} at 10,8) 
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oun Bexsamu, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 
, ALBERT “oe Brixton, Decorator High Court 
- ancinere Derby, Builder Derby 
Bruns, Davin. averbarged, » Mon, Carpenter Tredegar Pet 
|A8, 7 Tipten, Chartermaster Dadley P.t 
non Hull on a. ee Can- 





doy BUR, Brixton, 
Ww x. Bristol, Build | Gesamte Jouy Tuomas, Doncaster Yeast Dealer 
Eg er 
Gaovss, ARD ? 


.. Wasuixaron, Be , aS Leeds, Pain‘ < | 
win | es ae, Tobacconist Derby | | Davins, i, rege ectioner Liverpool Pet 

on Hull, Baker | Davy, James Wisin, ~~ Notts, Hatter Nottingham 
Jon Kington pon Mal Baker Davy Tate Wig On 


Hull Pet 
a Ae Bouthampton, ™ uilder | | oo Sossra. Sutton wi within Macclesfield, Mineral Water 
‘an! 


Witiam. 8t ya, 
Ta ethampton 2 LA Ord Ma 


P 
Homa} mse, Masbroug! 
eae ee nsan Henry, Leioeter, Gycle Deer Leicester | | Down. Tuomas Wittiam Liverpool, Grocer Liverpsol 


herham, zante Boat | Dearu, Ropert James, Reading, B 


rd May 
aoe, Hano.p, euaed, Baker Liverpool Pet | | Ducmone, WiLL1amM 4nso.om, Smithfield Market, Man- 
ENRY, aeaiaas, Butcher Wicd- | 
Mer Peay Preston, tll Preston Pet May 26 | 
May 26 
Joppay, Witsiax fost a Printer Notting- 
Jem Fans WI, Siene, nt Dartford, Carman | 
Rochester Pet Ma: Ord May 26 
or —-T 4, Desist General Draper Stockton on 


| Harts, Jean wang) ‘Kew Southgate, Grocer Barnet 
Kissy, thang | = al pat 4 \ sasaaa Newcastle on Pet 
Tyne Pet Apri! 


| Harger, a. Norqich, } Norwich Pet May 30 

Lirmuzwoop, WILLIAM Mansur, Gt ya Mee ar Pastry rd Ma: 

Mamzy, — Winsford, Yin Provition Dear 
Crewe abn 

Hatfield Broca —_ tan! Organist 


Pet May 27 Ord May 27 ca, Axzrnus, Sparkhil, Worcester, Pe Painter 


Muter, Freperick Grores, and Witz James Mitver. 
Eastbourne, Builders Eastbourne 
teers, Wittiam Jous, Wheal Mari 
Farmer Plymouth Pet May 27 == 
Coxuzsuaw-Jounson, JOHN HicHarp, Gt College s 
Solicitor High Court Pet Feb 24 ond 
. = Cuaries CunyiINGHAM, 
ug Be EN, an@ James Panx, Lime st, West Indis 
High Court Pet May 10 Ora May 27 
Posees, WiLiiam oe Bolton, Fitter Bolton Pet 
Parxuurst, Francis, , = Blackemith Brighton 
May 26 May 26 
Pexnixatoy, N G, Richmond, Surrey, Architect Wands- 
orth Pet March Ord May 26 
Post, Jonny Fietcusr, Wroot, aeet, Lines, Farmer Sheffield 
Pet May 26 
Staffs, +) na Stoke 


upon 
Equinz, Joun Paciiser, and ie Mais Newcastle 
Conf Newcastle on Tyne Pct 


27 Ord May 27 
Sroniey,J H, Putney Wandsworth Pet April 14 Ord 
Turxrox, James, Windermere, Grocer Kendal Pet May 
% Ord May 26 
Tauastox, Wittiam, Loweatoft, Smack Owner Gt Yar- 
nr ae nee, Levetey Pro- 
y 28 
Wan Tuomas, King’s Cross, rene Agent a 
Court Pet March $ May = 
io Fee, yo Labourer Sw.nsea 
| 
Watrox, hadi Hexry, Whiston » Br Rotherham, Yorke, | Weer, Josern, i Beason, Not Glazier Nottingham Pet 
Grocer Sheffi May 81 Ord May 31 
Wore, Wiruuam = Lawariz, nem, Dairyman 


Boczas, nS 





Sa P 


id Pet May 27 ” Ord May 27 


London Gasette.—Tusspay, June 8, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
a, Epwanp, peteesee, Lincs, Baker Boston Pet | 


y 29 
| Wagovens, Samvet, Blenheim res, aes hiil, 





Anvrews. Joun Peter, The Hotel Ceci!, Strand June 12 
at 2.30 Carey st 


a) y 
Axpnews, Joun ym Od hey Hota Cecil, Strand High | Barren, James, Ebbw Vale, Mon, «  peamraens June 10 at 
April y 28 


AsppEn, CaristopHes, Burnley, Auctioneer’s Clerk Burn- 
Pet May 81 “ord pm Aas 

eee ¢ Juss, Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet May 31 
1d May 81 

Beare, Caartes Henry, Sbirley, 8 uthampton, Builder 

Southampton Pet Mayl4 Ord May 29 

ap Ropest, Preston Preston Pet May 30 Ord 
ay 3) 

BEnyeErTT, wegen James, 


Stationer Not Feb 8 Ord Mi 
Brewer, Baw. Suse i Bedewater, Tonkeepe : Tig 


water Pet May 23 
Caney, Hapey Samvet, Ged Mar i Btaits, Brass Worker 
est Bromwich Pet May 30 Ord May 30 


id Pet May 3) Ora Ma = 
Crosstey, Laura Verrary, Oxf td Manufac‘urer 
Court Pet May 23 Ord May 29 


‘acturer Macclesfiela a 14 Ord April? 
Reading Pet 
May 16 Ord May 30 
May 81 Ord May 31 
que Frait Merchant Manchester Pet May 14 


Ord May 30 
‘oap, Ernest Jous. Norwich, Watchmaker Norwich 
Pet May 3) Ord May 20 
Gavin, Ann, Manchester, Confectioner Manchester Pet 
‘a 


vy 
| Gray, Exizapetu, Blyth, Northumberland Pesemead 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 31 Or] May 3 
Gomes & Co, ag gf Aas Solicitors High Court 
Pet April 10 Ord May 1 


May 80 Ord Ma 


Oo 

BatrRELL, , Ricuarp. ory Watchmaker 
Bi gham Pet May 29 Ord Muy 29 

Hicper, il WINsER. —— Kent, Farmer 
Hastings Pet May 29 Ord May 

Ho.iesong, Ciirrorp ~:~ am Romford Chelmsford 
Pet May7 Ord May 2) 


Birmingham Pet May. 30 Ord May 
Jonnsox, WILLIAM JOHNSON, Greenheys, 1 Manchester Man- 
chester Pet May2 Ord May 30 
I ~~) LS ge Leeds, Manutacturer’s Agent Leeds Pet 
Ord May 28 
Lrom, Manoanr, and Wituam James Hayss, yr 
= Dealers Reading Pet May 29 
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MoTTERSHALL, Enyest, Nottingbam, my! , Cee 
Ne ham Pet May 81 Ord May 8 

Pace Preston Osporne, Rediand, Bitol Bristul Pet 
May 29 Ord May 29 

Patmer, ALBERT Epwakgp, Hulme, nr Maochestar, cael 
Merchant Manchester Pet May 10 Ord May 

Park, James, Leeds, Common Brewer Lesds ae May 
30 Ord May 30 

Pickerine, Frank, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Miner 
Nottingham Pet May %9 Ord May 29 

Picxrorp, ALFaED, ey Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet 28 Ord Ma 


ay 28 
PountTNEy, ilar win, Ealing, Draper Brentford Pet May 30 


Ord 30 

RocErs, Bsocx, oa way Tailors’ Traveller Liverpool 
Pet May 81 Ord May 

Sampson, WALTER Sass, *Warlingham, Surrey Croydon 
Pet april 30 Ord 

Sxaw, ——,: x, Blackpoo!, Brickmaker Preston Pet 


6.arer, Henny, ‘gultn on Forest, Yorks York Pet 
May 380 Ord May 30 
Teemen, AD, Chandos st, Le = Cinematograph Operator 


High Court Pet Mv d May 29 
Unicums, Horace Red! anor Croydon Pet May 27 
Ord May 27 


Wairzr, Tomas, and = me Wednesbury 
Walsall er 17 Ord Ma 

Wenn, James, Li! _4 Clacton, Builder Colchester Pet 
May 29 


chester Pet May 29 Ord Ma: 
Engioeer High Vourt Pet May 1 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bavkruptcy b 
12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 








HILL’S = 6d. 
BADM INTON man 8.08 . 
PER }-LB. 8 


MIXTURE. _™. 
HILL'S IMPERIAL CIGARETTES. ™™ As, 











at2.15 MrWH i eh 

Baizruey a Manchester Umbrella Manufacturer 
June 11 at 2.30 ae st, 

pista ~~ it James, Newport, — a ane 18 at 12 
Off zate chmbrs, Newpors, M: 

poeta’ Joona Witu1am, Dan-toa, kaon Shoe- 
maker Juse 12at12 Off Bee. 81, “ilver st, m 

Cocxine, Ratpa Ruxpve, and Heaserr James Jeyxin, 
Newquay, Consa'l, Builders June 12 at 12 Off Bec, 

Bosca wen et, Truro 


Cooper, Seem Bowarp, Westgate, Mansfield, Notis 
Jue 10 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottiog- 


ham 

Cramp, Gzorce Harry, Shepshed, Leic ter, Boot Retailer 
dune 1 at 1230 Off Rec 1, st, Leices er 

Crosstxy, Laura VERRaLi Oxford st, Soap - commana 
June 10 at 11 B ay bie, 

EaunsHaw, JosEpu, y, Builder Jane 
llats Off Ree. 47, Fall st” Derby 

Exsow, Samugy, Anraur Exson, and Franx James — | 

on, Shoe Manufacturers J 


Finedon, Ee une 11 
at 38 Royal Hotel, ~~}! 

Excuisn, Evisan Groncr, and Gzorce Ay.inG, ne 
Brick Merchants June 12 at 11.80 Off Reo, 24 

way app, London Bridge 

rere Zremae, Tipton, Chartormaster June 11 at 11 


Firron, Anes, ——> Licansed Victualler June 10 at 
11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen st 

Grstin Patrick James, Liverpool, ey F _ Victualler 
Jane 11 at 12.30 een Victoria st, Li 


Baewen, Samvet James, my om A tahoe June ll 





Hanvey, Wittiam, St Den: Builder June 
l0at3 Off 172, st, 

Hitper, Epwarp Winser, Tenterden, Farmer June 11 at 
20 Messrs Mace & as ym Solicitors, 

ae ja Hanon, Baker June 11 at i2 
of Victoria. vt at, al 

JACKSON, ae. Heyer, , Butcher June 


llat8 95, Tem: 
Jackson, ‘ou wis, Devonpost, “Butcher June 18 
at 11 6, Athensoum ter, ——_ 
—— Wi > Avupevs. Ni ingham, Printer June 10 
at 12 if Bec, 4, , Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Kz tty, Tunas 


"ore Hatter June li at 3 Of 

Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Love, Faso, cis Lge, Marche June il atil Off Reo, 
23, Par! 


taupe Wictsam Joux, Wheal Ma: ia, ne Tavistock, 
‘Farmer Juneliat 11 6, Atheozeum ter, Plymouth 
Park. James, Leeds, Common Brewer June 1i at 11.30 
P Pavan Worn Bag Draper Junellat23) Bank 
OUNTNEY, Epwiy, ane 11 a ank- 
ition taney ot 


Ruopgs. ba, ee Plumber June 10 at 11 
8 a ‘i ees ~~ . llatil Of 
az. HOMAS ew port, Geodagreete une Il a 
c, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 

mv... Senveneel, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Advertising 
Contractor June ll at 330 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Scater Heyry, Sutton on Forest, bg June 16 at 12.16 
Of Red Hi Duncombe 

et x Cuartzs V, Cardiff, Ship Ghandler June 10 

Wort tty. Jous, Frettenham, Norfolk, Farmer June 10 
at 12.30 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norw: 


es tS in 
the London Gazette of M 


Suont, Joux, Dudley, Laboarer wens 6 at 11 Off Reo, 
Wolverhampton st, Dudley 


o 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ama, coun ea, Lines, Baker Boston Pet 
May 30 

ASPDEN, 4 Burnley, Auctioneer’s Cierk Burn 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 rel 
Baxsper, rae, Wo Leicester, Batcher Leicester 
Pet May 81 Ord May 31 

BENNETT, icon Preston Preston Pet May 30 Ord 


May 30 
Brewer, Samvuet James, Bridgwater, Innkeeper Bridg- 
water Pet May 28 Ord May 30 
Barertey, Tuomas, Manchester, Umbrella Manufacturer 
Manchester Pet May 16 Ord May 26 
Bsapaziss, Samugt James Newgort, Baker Newport, Mon 
Pet May 24 Ord May 31 
CarispaLe, Joun Tromas, penenaten, Yeast Dealer 
o — Pet ys od Ord May 30 u et 
ARROLL, Henay, vespool, Stationer verpool 
April12 Ord May 
Conno.ty, Epwarp Paraick, Perthoat, Wine Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Apri(7 Ord May 
Corrritt, MartHa and Jonn eae 1 “ce Bolton, 
Machinists tolton Pet May6 Ord May 31 
CuLverwe.t, Maurice, Manchester, Addreeser Man- 
D — J oy prt Tontostions Liverpool 
AVIES, JAMES, ly r Pet 
May 8. Ord 81 


Davy, James Witla, (ar? Ne Hatter Nottingham 
March 31 Ord May 3 rhe nesses 


Firrox, Aeyrs, Oléham, a aes Victualler Oldham 

Pet May 1 Ord May 30 

Foap, Banast Jory, en, Watchmaker Norwich Pet 
May 30 Ord May 

Pf Patrick Bs Li Licensed Victualler 

Livergoot Pet May 15 Ord May 29 

Giapwe.t, Ricnagp Hume, Otley, Suffolk, Miller Ipswich 

Pet May 18 Ord May 31 

—_ some, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet May 30 


Samui ty Paeoecx ye Redditch, Watchmaker 


Hivper. wo catrsaen, Tenterden, Kent, Farmer 














562 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





June 7, 1902, 











Incram, Epuuxp, Bath, Coachbuilder Bath Pet May 16 
Ord May 30 


mm, Winiay, a _ Harry Aer neapy Stepney, Builders 
igh Court 14 BY May 29 


Jixxs, ARTHUR, a yg House Painter 
Birmingham Pet 80 Ord May 

——— ae st, St Ji =m by perine Art Dealer 

es 81 

Lone, ‘8, Leeds, Leeds Pet May 28 Ord 

Lyons, ARET, and Wii11am James Hayzs, Reading, 
Ward Dealers Reading Pet May 29 Ord 
Ma: 

Moons,” Baxest Provision Merchant High 
Court Pet April 14 ord May 

Mor rersHaLy, Ernest, bam, nyo Warehouse nan 
Nottingham Pet May 31 Ord i May 3 


Park, . a Common Brewer Leeds Pet May 


y 30 

Be Fran, Sutton in Ashfield, Miner Nottingham 
Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Pickrorp, ALFRED, a Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

Formnas, Epwiy, Ealing, Draper Brentford Pet May 
30 Ond May 30 

BawnsrorpD, = agpneaeene’ Bristol Pet May 
22 Ord May 

AvGustvs, 


hl “. Th Glos, 
Bristol Pet px be ana 
Traveller Liverpool 


lor’s 
Sun Cab Proprietor 
Pet May1 Ord May 29 
Suaw, Freperick, B l, Brickmaker Preston Pet 
May 81 May 31 
Sater, Henny, — on Forest, Yorks York Pet May 
30 Ord May 30 
Tuomas, J —_ hy ye nr pee Poultry 
Farmer 


a A vd Ma 
in Revudiny 


RATHBONE, 
Plumber 

Rocers, Exocu, Liverpool, 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Scorr, sous PatTERson, 
Sunderland 


Tommy. Aang 
Pet Ma: 


y7 Ord M ay 20 
Taiccs, Gzorcz Bensamix, Whidborne st, King’s Cross, 
Pork Butcher Croydon Pet May 21 Ord May 28 
Essex Edmonton Pet 


Wa xen, Joun Henny, Chingford, 
March 26 Ord May 28 

Es, Little yo Eszex, Builder Col- 

Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

West se dost, Beeston, Notts, Glasier Nottingham Pet 

W: they w Meee 3 = Ww — Dairyman D 
HITE, Pot i AWRIE, i 1 or- 
chester Pet May 29 Ord Ma: 


Waa, Jam 





ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 


NEEDS HELP. 
J. @ WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EX XAMINATIONS; payment by result. 

— Particulars on tion, personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chaneery-lane, Ww. 


AW. — Solicitors at Calcutta Require 
Assistant (Admitted), not over 27 years of age 
University man preferred.—Apply, by | to Moreay, 
Paice, & Mzwsvuen, 33, Old -street, Lond ion, E,0, 


AW. anes Managing Clerk (un- 

admitted) res Engagement ; Town or vagy A ; 
Conveyancing, Chancery, Common Law, an and eral Li! 

ation; act without su Pe Minard manage branch office; 
ighest references. —X., Minard-road, Catford. 


BoeE- -KEEPER and CASHIER Requires 
Situation; experienced ; competent in Accountancy 
and Kain’s System ; good references; 
A. B., care of Post Office, Much Hadham, 


LAND REGISTRY. 


HE LAND REGISTRY will be CLOSED 


on the 26th, 27th, and 28th of JUNE. 
BY ORDER. 


O BOOKBUYERS and LIBRARIANS of 
FREE LIBRARIES. — The June Catalogues of 
valuable Second-Hand Works and New Remainders, offered 
at prices greatly reduced, are now ready, and d will be sent 
eee upon application to W. H. rama & Son, Library 
epartment, 186, Strand, London, W.C. 


N 














Herts. 24.—Apply, 











ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 1890), 189 and 141, 


Regent-street, W.— Resident, 7 a vas ver= 
nesses, y mong ant ‘eachera, Répétitrices, 
Chaperons, Companions, Lad ; oy pt (English and 
Forei Abroad; Schools 


) introduced for British Isles and 
recommended, 


and Educational Homes 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
SoxiciToRs’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 


DVERTISER owns a Pure Morale Paint 
Deposit of 1 —- tons; powder costs 4 
to aah retail selling price £34; £6,000 Bait & 81 





requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE: 
Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. | 
Weexiy Reporter, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. | 
SoLIcITORS’ JOURNAL and WEEKLY 
REPORTER, £2 12s., post-free. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 


immediate 
c b: g full particulars to Retizep, 43, P land 
law calf, 5s. 6d. | road, London, ‘N. Condition as to repait immaterial 
| Being actual purchaser, no commission required. 





a ue as & company. "ie, “ Solicitors’ Journal ” 


ncery-lane, W 

| £9, 000 Wanted on Mortgage of Free- 
hold Property about 20 miles north of 

futon: repayable by sums of not less than £500 quarterly ; 

| estimated value £20,000. — Principals and solicitors only 

apply, Asu, 9, Waibrook, E.C. 


OLICITORS, Mortga; een, Traste Trustees, and 
Owners generally of Leasehold Properties 
for Sale in Tove or Country can find an 











Bpecial Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL oysvgawée company 
toarep, FIRE, 
Established 1903, 
Old Broad E.C., 22 Pall Mall, 8.W., and 47, 


Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
‘otal Funds -. £1,500,000"° 
£. COZEN! General Manager. 





(\4PtrAL City Offices to be Let, from £80 
to £40.—Szan.z & Hayes, Paternoster House, E.C, 


St FtiAN HALL (England’s Home of 





Estab ’ 
Mr. J. N. MASKELYNE aa his Oomeeny of Inimitable 


Artists DAILY, at 3 and 8. 

The Easter replete with modern miracles. 
Reserved and num! coun Ge. onl & ; area, 2s.; best 
balcony in London, 1s. Children under 12 ‘half-price. 





RIENT-PACIFIC LINE 
PLEASURE ORUISE. 
The magnificent twin-screw steamship 







“MEXICO,” A Large S 

5,549 tons register, 6,000-horse p2wer, : 
Will leave London on the 2nd July for 4 BRE 
NORWAY FIORDS, NORTH CAPE, and FC 
SPITZ8ERGEN (for MIDNIGHT SUN), —_— 


Arriving back in London 26th July, 





Mans H 
F, GREEN & CO.; ANDEESON, ANDERSON, & 00, 
Head Office :” 
FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON, E.0. 





For PASSAGE app'y to the latter Firm, at 5, Fay. FIDELITY 
CHURCH-AVENUE ; or to West End Branch Office, 16, Coc. BOoNI 
SPUR-STREET, 8. W, Ins 

— gEAD OF 
— 


N®¥ PALACE STEAMERS, LTD, 


* DOYAL SOVEREIGN” 
AND 
” K 08-1-NooRk.” 


SAILINGS COMMENCE 17th MAY, 

Full ix 
GoDFREY 
— 


X 


T 


To 
OUTHEND, MARGATE, & RAMSGATE, 


T, E. BARLOW, Director and Manage: 
50, King ‘William-street, E.C, 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE AND SON 


ESTABLISHED 1689, 


Suital 
THE 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN, 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 


ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 
| Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Olerks of the Peace, and Ooroners. 


CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ADAME TORSAUDS EXHIBITS 
Baker-street Sta 
THE ORIGINAL rca ne ROBES 
FOURTH. 


Mort 





LEG. 








FROM = Rulex OF WILLIAM THE oon QUEROR THE. 
WN TO THE PRESENT = oes. 
Orchestral Sar am Spada Q 
en lormances, 8: sath , Trios, &e, 
Admission, le.; Children under 12, 64. Open 10 till 10, 






















>. WHEEL-BARROWS, 























BAYLISS. JONES & BAYLIS 

















v TREE 
BAL memo SUARDS, 

















SELF-ADJUSTING ROUND - BAR 










le we believe, the cheapest in the market. 


VICTORIA WORKS. 


TENNIS FENCES 
NEW PATENT $23 





RAILING (No. #40) 




































-Oan be fixed close up to Purchaser’s 
boundary, and suits rise or fall 
in the ground, 






















WOLVERHAMPTON. 
CANNON STREET, E.C 


| 


